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I

ABSTRACT

T HIS THESIS EXAMINES THE JU CGEME~ TS OF EXPE RTS AS TO
THE POTENTIAL THREAT THE DEV E LCPMENT OF PARAPSYCHOLOG Y WO ULD

PL AY IN ThE NAT IONA L SECURITY OF THE UNITEC STATES. IN ORDER
TO ACCOMPLISH THIS, A QUESTI ONNAI RE DISTR IBUTED TO AUTHORS
CF ART iCLES ON PARAPSYCHOLOGY WAS ANALYZ EC US ING THE STAT I S—
TICAL PACKAGE FOR THE SOCIAL SCIE NCES ( S P S S I .  iN ADDI T ION, A
SECTION IS INCLUDED ON THE HISTORY OF SOV IET STUDiES I~ T H I S
FIEL C. RECOMMENDAT ICNS APE MACE FOR AREAS R EQU iRING FURTHER

.ZNVESTIGATION .
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I .  INTRODUCT ION

A. BACKGRO UND AND APPROACHES

“WE ARE CONVINCED THAT THE DANGER OF NEGLECT ING THE
PHENOMENON OF TELEPATHY IN NANY RESPECT S IS MUCH
GREATER THA N THE DANGER OF UNJUSTLY WASTING OUR EFFORTS
AND TIME.”

I. M. KOGAN
CHAiRM AN OF THE BIOINFORMATION SECTION OF THE
MOSCOW BOARD OF THE A. S. POPOV SOC IETY, USSR
1969

~ARAPS YCHOL OGY , OR THE STUDY OF “PSI” PHENOMENA HAS

EV OLVED OVER THE C E N T U R I E S  FROM PREHISTORIC TIMES OF SUPER-

STIT iON , MAGIC CR M Y S T I C I S M ~O A HIGHLY TECHNICAL AND

EXACTING STUDY OF THE PARANO RMA L FUNCTIONING OF THE HUMAN

SYSTE M TODAY. THE TERM PARAPSYCHOLOGY REFERS TO THE STATIS-

TICAL, PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PHYS IOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF UNUSUAL

(PARAN ORMA L ) M ENT AL DERCEPTION OR INFLUENCE BETWEEN LIVING

OR G A N I S M S AND THE SU R R O U N D I NG E N V I R O N M E N T  ~ITHOUT THE
MEDIAT ION OF THE KN CW N SENSE CRGANS OR OF PRES ENTLY

IDENTIFIEC EN ER GY—TR ANSFER MECHANISMS. IT’S RELATIONSH ID TO

NA TIONAL SECUR I TY A FFAIRS EVOLVED F ROM RECENT INTEREST

GENE RATED BY THE NEWS MEDIA INTO AN INCREA SED AWARENESS

THAT THE SOVIET UNION HAS BEEN SERIOUSL Y ENGAGED IN THE

STUDY OF PSYCHOENER GETICS.1 E STIMA TES OF OFFICIAL SCVIET

ANN UAL EXPENDITURE S RUN AS HIGH AS 21 MILLION DOLLARS , A

GIGANTIC SUM CONSIDERI NG US FUNDIN G IS EST IMATED TO BE LESS

THAN ONE—TW ENT IETH THAT AMOUNT CTAR T 19783.

SINC E ~ 4I(ASHINGION POST ~t977J ARTICLE FIRST APPE AREC

THERE HAVE BEEN COU NTLESS ART ICL ES IN REPUTABLE NEWSPA PERS

AS W ELL AS THE SENSATION AL IST “GOSSIP TABLEAUS ” EXTOLLIN G
THE “REAL THREAT” SOVIET PARAPSYC HOLOG Y FCSE S TO OLR A RM EC

A TERM COINE C BY THE SOVIETS , ADD—
RESS I N~ THE PARANORMAL FUNCTIONING OF THE HUMAN BRAIN AND
ITS ENERGIES , HAS GRADUALLY GAINED POPULARITY IN THE US.

-
t
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FORCES AS WE LL AS IC OUR POLITICAL LEADERS . ACCORDING “3 ONE
DECLASSIFIED GOVERNMENT DOCUMENT EMALSE 15153, WIThIN “EN

YEARS, THE SOVIETS COULD DEVELOP A PSYCHIC POWER THAT COULD

“KI LL CUR ~OL [TICAL LEADERS IN AN INSTANT....” WHILE THIS

GOVERN MENTAL STUDY WAS NOT TYPICAL OF ITS LSUALLY

RESPONSI BLE STYLE, IT DID GENERATE CONSIDE RABLE INT EREST IN

THE UNI TEC STATES AND SET THE TONE FOR FUTUR E AR TICLES .

THIS THES IS DOES NOT PRESENT REVELAT IONARY INFORMATION

OR RESEARCH, ON LY A COLLATION OF “EXPERT” 2 O P I N I O N  IN AN
ACADEMIC EFFORT TO BETTER UNDERSTAND CURREN T BELIEF !. IT WAS

FOR THiS REASON THA T THE AUTHOR ATT EM PTED TO PROVIDE CURRENT

RES EARCHERS WIT H A VEHICL E FOR FURT HER STUDY WHICH MAY NOT

HAVE OTHERWISE BEEN PRE SENTED. THE READER IS ENC OURAGED TO

DRAW UPON THIS PRESENTAT ION OF CAT A TO FURTHER EXAM INE ~AANY

CF ThE QU ESTION S WHICH HAVE UNDOUBT EDLY BEEN RA I SED WHILE

MA K I N G  H I S OWN DE C IS ION AS TO ITS R E L E V A N C E .
IN ORDER TO COLLECT THE NECESSARY D A T A ,  THE AUTHOR

POLLED T W C  HUNDRED US CIV IL IAN PARAPSYCHOLOG Y—RELATED

AUTHORS ON THEIR BACKGROUND AND B E L I E F S  AS WELL AS ~HE1 HER

OR NOT THEY HAD HAD CONTACT WITH WARSAW PACT SCIENTISTS. THE

SUMMARY A N D  A LAYMAN ’S ANALYSIS OF THAT .~U GUST 1978
QU ESTIONNAIRE IS PROVIDED FOR THE EDIFICATION OF THE READER.

B. SU MMARY OF RESULTS

THE SO ViET UN ION HAS HAD A LONG HISTORY OF INVOLVEMENT

IN THE FIEL D OF PARAPSYCHOLOGY. WHETHER OR NOT THIS INVOLVE—

MENT IS OC FICIALLY SA NCT I CNEO OR SUPPORTEC IS NOT KNOWN. ONE
CAN SPECULATE THAT , REALIZING THE POT ENTIAL BENEFIT S tHE

DEVELOP MEPI OF PSI ABILITIES COULD HAVE, THE KREMLIN WO ULD

CERTAINL Y DEVOTE RE SOURCES I) THAT STUDY. IF OFFI CIA L WORK

ELICITING THE JUDGEMENTS OF EXPERT S ON “ FUZZY”
ISSUES )R ABOUT “VALU ES” WHI CH MAY VARY WIDELY FROM PERSON
TO PERSON THERE ARE REALLY FEW “EX PERTS” IN THE KNCWLEDGE—
ABLE SEN S~. IT IS ASSUMED THAT THE SELECTION OF THE PART IC—
ULAR SU8 PCPULAT ION US ED HEREIN IS MORE APPR O PRIATE THAN AN
“UNINFORMED PUB LIC. ”

7
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IS BEING PERFORMED, 11 15 ON A VER Y CLASSI F IED LEVEL WITH
FEW PERSONS INVOLVEC. THIS WORK WAS NOT DESIGNED TO CONFI-RM
OR DENY THAT POSTUL ATION.

RESULTS OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE SUGGEST THAT , IN THE US,

BELIEF IN THE PHENOMENON CF ESP 15 ON THE RISE. RES EAPCHERS

A RE BEGINNING TO AL IGN THEMSELVE S MORE ~sI1H THE SOVIET

APPROACH CF FINDING THE CAUSES OF P SYCHIC PHENOMENA RATHER

THAN DETERMINING IF THEY EXIST . MAN Y FEEL THAT THE SOVIETS

ARE INTERESTED IN AMERICAN PARAPSYCHOLOGY STUDIES AND ThAT

MILI TARY USES ARE POSSIBLE IN THE FUTURE, BUT NOT WITHIN TEN

YEARS. THERE IS STILL MUC H DOUBT IN THIS AREA, ALTHCUGH MOST

BELIEVE TI-AT THE USSR WOULD USE PSI ABILITIES SHOULD THE Y

DEVELOP THE CAPABILITY .

IT A PPEAR S OBVICUS FRC M THE DAT A THAT THE SOV IETS WILL
CONTINUE TO PURSUE RES EARCH INTO PSYCHIC PHENOMENA AS IT

COLL D I-A VE DIRECT APPL ICAT IONS TO THEIR WELL— PUBLICIZED

INTENTIONS OF W CR LD HEGEMCNY. IF A BR EAKT HROUGH WERE TO

DEV ELOP , OUR EX PERT S FEEL TH AT APPLICAT iONS TOWARD THOSE

EN DS ARE SUR E TO FOLLOW .
HOPEFULLY, TH-I S RESEARCH WILL STIMULATE FURTHER INV EST I—

GAT IO NS AN D SUPPO RT ON AN OFFIC IAL LEVEL BY UTILIZING THE

DIVERSE 8ACK~~ OUNDS OF OUR PROFESSi ONAL CIVILIAN SECTOR AND

THE BROA D BASE CF RESOURCES AVAI LABLE THROUGH GOVER N MENTAL

RESEARCH FUNDS . IT IS INTERESTING TO NOT E THAT OVER EIGHT—

TENTHS OF THE RESPONDENTS FEL T T HAT THE UNITED STATES

GOVERNMENT SHOULD DEVOTE MORE RESOURCES TC FURTHER EXPLORA-

TION OF PSYCHIC PHENOME NA. AS IN THE SOVIET QUOTATION AT THE
BEGINNING CF THIS WORK, THE UN ITED STATES MUST PURSUE THI S

AR EA FURTHER (J4TIL A SATISFACTORY POSITION IS REACHED, IN

ORDER TO MAKE PROPER ASSESSMENTS OF PSYCHIC PHENOMENA AND

THEI R POTENTIAL US ES.

8
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11. DEVELO PMENT OF SOVIET PARAP SYCHOLOGY

A. BRIEF HISTORY

VER Y FEW SCIENTIFIC ARTICLES HA VE YET TO EMERGE FROM

THE SOVIET UNIJN WHICH GIVE RESULTS OF EXPERIMENTATIO N

CONDUCTED IN THIS AREA. IT HAS ONLY BEEN WITHIN THE PAST 20

YEARS THAT A FAIRLY LARGE BODY OF POPULAR LITERATUR E HAS

SURFACED. WHA T LITTLE INFORMA TI ON THAT DOES EXIST IS PRE-

SENTED HERE AS A BRIEF INTRODUCTiON TO THE HISTORICAL

ASPECTS OF SOVIET PARAPSYCHO L OGY . THIS WILL BE FOLLOWED BY A

DISCUSSiON OF CURRENT RESEA RC H EFFORTS ANC SPECULATION WHICH

WAS GAR~1EREO FROM OPEN—SOURCE LITERATURE.

THE HISTORY CF SCVIET RESEARCH IN PARAPSYCHOLOGY OR

PSYCHCENEP.GETICS DATES TO THE FIRST DART CF THE TWENTIETH

CENTURY WHEN VLADI MIR M. BEHTEREV, A STUDENT OF THE FAM ED

I VAN PAVLCV , FOUNDED THE INSTITUT E FOR THE STUDY OF THE

BRAIN AND NERVOUS ACT IVITY IN PEIRIGRAD (NOW LENINGRAD).

FROM 1~ 2O UNTIL HIS DEATH IN 1927, BEHTEREV WAS ACTIVE IN

STUDYING MENTA L SUGGESTION AND TELEPATHY IN ANIMALS ( OO GS )

AS W E L L  AS ~JMANS. HIS RES EARCH LED HIM IC CONCLUDE ThAT

AN IMALS, ES P ECIALLY DOGS , COULD BE INFLUENCED TO CBE Y
COMMANOS BY MENTAL SUGGESTION ALONE .

THE SECOND ALL RUSSIAN CONGRESS JF PSYCHONEJROLCGY

HELD IN PETROGRAD IN 1924 OFFiCIALL Y RECOGNIZED THE

IMPORTANCE OF RESEARCH IN MENTA L SUGGESTION AND RECC MP’ENDED

SCIENTIFIC PARTICIPATION IN THE WORK OF THE INTERNATIONAL

COMMITTEE FOR PSYCHICAL RESEA RCH WHICH HAC BEEN FOUNDED IN

1921. IT WAS HERE THAT THE WO RK OF L. L. V A S I L ’ Y E V  W AS
REPORTED IN HIS PAPER ENTITLED : “THE BIOPI-YSICAL FOUNCATIONS

OF DIRECT THOUGHT TRANSMISSION.” BOTH HE AND BEHTEREV WITH

OTHER SCIENTISTS CONTINUED A PR O GRA M OF RESE A RCH AND STUDY

UNDER THE NAME OF THE EXPERIMENTA L COMMISSION ON HYPNOSIS

• AND PSYCHCPHYSICS UNTIL EE HTE R EV’S D EAT H. THE FOLLOWING YEAR
V A S I L ’Y E V  VISITED PARAP SYCH O LO GICAL CENTERS IN  P A R I S  AND

9 
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BERLiN IN HIS EFFORT TO ESTABLISH PERSONAL CONTACTS AN C GAIN

IN FOR M A T I C N  FOR THE INSTITUTE.
IN 932, L. L. VASIL’YEV WAS A SS GNED THE TA SK OF

FINDING THE PHYSICAL ANTECEDENTS OF TELEP ATH Y, AN ENDEA VOR

WHICH LAS1EO UNTi L 1.938. THE STUD Y WAS DiRECTED IN -RESPONSE

TO THE CLAIMS F AN ITALIAN PHYSICIST FERCINANDO CA ZZAMALL I

WHO H A D  FCUNC T I~E EX ISTENCE OF BRAIN WAVES ONE CENTi METER IN

LENGT H WHICH, THEORETICALLY, COULD HAV E BEEN THE PHYSICAL

BA Si S OF TELEPAThY. THEIR TESTS , WH ICH ATTEMPTED TO INFLU-

ENCE A PERSON TELEPATHICALLY WHILE HE WAS INSIDE A METAL

tHAM B ER , FAILED TO CONFIRM CA Z Z A M A L L I ’ S  CLAIM. AFTE R 193 8 NO
MENTION O F TELEPATHY SURFACED IN THE S O V I E T  UNION PRESS FOR

MANY YEARS DUE IC THE POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC UPHEAV AL CAUSED

BY WORLD WAR II. THE OFFICIAL SOVIET ENCYC LOPE)I& OF 1955

DENOUNCED PSYCHOE NE RCETICS AS “ThE NON—SCIENT I FIC ICCA LIST IC

CONSIDERAT iON OF SUPERNATU RAL ABILITIES OF DERCEPTUA L PHEN-

OMENA.” YEARS WOULD PAS S BEFORE THA T CHANGED .

IT WAS NOT LNTIL 1959 THAT VAS IL ’YEV PUBLISHED A

POPULAR BOOK, MYSTERIOUS PHENCMENA CF THE HUMAN PSYCHE IN

WHICH IWO CHAPTER S ENTITL ED “IS THERE A ‘ME~1TAL RADIO’? ” AND

“WHAT CAN BE SAID ABOUT ‘EXTRASENSORY PERCEPTION ’?” WER E

DEVOTED TO THE TOPIC £VAS IL’YEV 1967J.

E A R L Y  I N  1~~6O V A S I L ’ Y E V  RECEIV ED T W C ARTICLES FROM

P. L. KHERUMIAN , A MEMBER OF THE P A R I S  IN5T I TUT M ET A PSY—

CHI QUE, RELATING A HIGHLY SIJCCESS FU L ESP EXPERIMENT SA ID TO

HAVE T A K E N  PLACE B ETW E EN AN AM ER IC AN LABORA TORY AND THE
SUBMERGED US SUBMAR INE NAUTILUS . THE TWO ARTICLES WERE

“THOUGHT TRAN SMISSION — WEAPON OF WAR” IN THE FRENCH

MAGAZINE CCNSTELLAT ICN, PUBLISHED AT THE END OF 1955, AND

“ABOUT THE NAUTIL~JS” FROM SCI ENCE ET VIE IN FEBRUAR Y 1960.

[MUTSCHALL 1968).

EVEN THOUGH LATER REPORTED TO BE A HOAX BY WASHINGTON

OFFICIALS, IT WAS APPARENTLY TAKEN VERY SERIOUSLY IN RUSSIA.
V A S I L ’ Y E V QUICKLY SEIZED THIS OPPORTUNITY TO BR I NG TC LIGHT

HIS OWN RESEARCH OF THE 20’S AND 3D’S ANC OBTAINED A P°ROVAL

10
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TO EST ABLIS H A SPEC IAL LABOPSAT ORY FOR THE STUD Y OF TELE—

PATHIC DHENOM E”I A AT THE INSTIT UTE OF PHYSIOLOG Y OF THE

BIOLOGICAL DEPA RT MENT OF LENINGRAD UN IV ERS ITY. FROM ITS

ESTABLISHMENT IN 1960 UNT IL HIS DEATH IN 1966, VAS IL ’YEV

WORKED TO CONFIR M SOME OF HIS EARLIER EXPERiMENTS iN DiSTANT

INFLUENC E AND THE ELECTROMAGNETIC HYPOTHESIS. WHILE AC H IEV—
.ING SUCCESSES IN MUCH OF HIS WORK, HE CONCLUDED THAT THE EM

HYPOT HESIS DID NOT APPLY IN THIS INSTANCE. LITT L E INFORMA—
— 

TION IS AVAILABLE REGARDING EXPERIMENTAL FINDINGS AT THE

INS T I TL TE W HICH HE F O J N D E C  A N D  D I R E C T E D  T H E  LAS T S I X  Y E A R S
OF HIS LIFE.

IN 1965, THE DEPARTMENT 3F BIOLNF ORMATIO N OF THE

S C I E N T I F I C  AND T E C H N I C A L  SOCIETY OF R A D I O  E N G I N E E R I N G  AND

F TELECCMMUNICATIONS IN MOSCOW WAS ESTABLISHED. ITS STATED

OBJECTIVES WERE TO DISCUSS PHYSICAL , BIOLOGICAL, AND

PHILOSOPHICAL ASPECTS OF BIOI NFORMATION AND TO AC QUA INT THE

SOVIET SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY W ITH PA PSAPSYCHOL OGICA L RESEARCH

CONCUCTED OUTSIDE THE SOVIET UNI -JN. A MEMBER OF THA T DEPAR T—

MENT, I. M. KOGAN, GIVES DESCRIPTIONS AND ANALYSIS CF THE

INFORMAA TICN CONTENT CF SOME EX PERIMENTS CONDUCTED IN THE

YEARS 1.966—67 IN HIS PAP ER , “THE INFORMAT ICN THEO PY ASPECT

OF TELEPATHY, ” [KOGAN 1969~ .

IN THAT WO RK , HE DES CRIBES SUCCESSFUL EXPERIMENTS OF

LONG— DISTANCE MENTAL SUGGEST ION 3F IMAGES OF OBJECTS CARRIED

ON BETWEEN MOSCOW AND TOMSK (4000 KM ) AND BETWEEN LENINGRAD

AND MOSCOW (600 KM). THE PAPER CONC LUDED WITH THE POSSIBIL-

ITY OF USING “...TELEPATHY FOR CONSTRU CT ING INFORMATION

T RANS M ISS iON CHANNELS .“
O N E  OF THE MOST S T A R T L I N G  D E M O N S T R A T I O N S  OF P S Y C H I C

ABILITY HAS COME ~R QM MRS. NI NA (NINEL ) S. KULA G INA WHO IS

BEST KNOWN FOR I-ER REPORTEDL Y EXCEPTIONAL PSYC HOKINETIC

ABILITIES. DISCOVERED BY PROFESSOR VASIL’YEV, SHE HAS BEEN

EXAMINED BY, AMONG OTHERS, G. A. SERGEYEV, A NEUROPHYSI—

OLOGIST AND ELECTRCENCE PHALOGRAPHER ZN LEN INGRAD. HE STATED

THAT , AFTER INVESTIGAT ION , HE HAD OBTAiNED COMPELLING

I
1~1
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EVIDENCE OF THE GENUINE NESS OF HER PK ABILITIES. AFTE R CARE-

FUL STUDY BY PARAPSYCHOLOGISTS FROM THE W EST , B. HERBERT OF

THE PA RA PHYS ICAL LABORA TORY IN ENGLAND AND M. ULLMAN OF THE

MA IMON IDES MEDICA L CENTER IN BROOKLYN AS WELL AS A CZECH

PSYCHOLOGIST, Z. RE~ DAK, THEY COULD FIND NC CONCEIVABLE

NORMAL EX PLAINATIONS FOR HER AB IL ITY £PRATT 19773.

THOS E AB ILITIES INCLUDED ROLLING SMALL METALLIC AND

NON—METALLIC CYLI NDERS AC ROSS A TABLE AT A DISTANCE OF 1.0—20
CENTIMETE RS , MOVI NG VARIOUS WEIGHTS OF OBJECTS WEIGHING UP

TO 50 GRA MS AND INFL(.ENCING THE MOT ION OF A SPRING—SUSPENDED
PING—PON G BALL INSIDE A PLEXIGLAS CUBE. EVEN THOUGH NOT
CAREFULLY CCNTRCLLE Q, THESE EXPER IM ENTS COULD NOT BE OtJPLI—

CATED CR EXPLAINED IN “NORM AL ” TERMS.

SINC E THE P UBLICATION OF OSTRANDER AND SCHROEDER’ S

BOO1( PSYCHIC DISCOVERIES BEHIND THE IRON CURTAIN IN 1971,

THE AMER iCAN PU BLIC HAS B ECOME AWA R E OF PARAPSYCHOLOGY,

ESPEC IALL Y SOVIE T STUDIES. THIS BOOK WAS THE PRECURSOR TO

MA NY POPULAR ARTICLES APPEARING IN THE °RESS AND VARIOUS

PERLO DICAL S . CLEARL ’~, MANY AMER ICANS FELT THA T WE WER E IN A

RACE WITH THE SOVIETS TO DEVELOP “PSYCHIC WEAPON S OF WAR. ”

A T  THE 1973 CONFER E NC E CF THE USS R SOCIETY OF
PSYCHCLOGISTS HELD IN THE SOVIET UNION , LEA DING PSYCHOLO—

GZSTS EXA MINED PARAPSYCHOLOGY AND ESTABLISHED WHAT MAY BE

CONSICEREC AS AN “OFFICIAL” POLICY FOR THAT STUDY. THEY
CONCLUDED THAT THE FOLLOWING AREAS WERE CONS I DERED AS LEGIT-

IMATELY FALLiN G W ITH IN THE SC CPE OF PARAPSYCHOLOGY: PSYC HO-

KINESIS, TELEPATHY , CLAIRVOYANCE, PRECOGNITION, DOWSING,

PSYCHIC HEALING AND PSYCHIC PHOTOGRAPHY. ABSENT WAS THE AREA

OF REMOTE VIE WI NG OR “OUT—CF— EO~Yv’ EXPERIENCE” (OBE). AT A
1970 INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF PARAPSYCHOLOGISTS HEL D IN

THE SOVIET UNION, SOVIET RESEARCHER S WERE VERY RELUCTANT TQ

DISCUSS REMOTE ViEWING AND WOULD ACKNOWLEDGE C O G N I Z A N C E  ONLY
IF ME NTI CNED BY A W EST ERN ATT ENDEE.

SINC E THE MID—1970’S, VERY LITTLE INFORMATI ON HAS

EMERGED FROM ‘TH E SOVIET UNION CONCERNING THEIR STIJCIES IN

THIS FIELD. THE REASON FOR THIS CURTAILMENT COUL D BE FOR

tiirii
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POLITICAL CR SECURITY REASONS. REGARDL ESS , WE KNOW THAT
ONGOING RES EARCH IS BEING CONDUCTED AS WILL BE POI NTE D OUT
IN THE RESULTS SECTION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE.

6. CURR ENT SPECULATIONS

SO MANY WILD SP ECULATION S EXI ST WHICH GIVE THE SOVIET S

AN INC REDIBLE ABILITY WHiCH THE IJN1 TED STATES DOES NOT

POSSESS THAT THE AUTHOR WILL LEAV E MOST OF THES E TO THE

SENSAT IONALISTS . SOME HYPOTHESES ARE PRESENTED HERE AS A

MATTER OF RECORD IN THAT THEY COULD , IF DEVELOPED, POSE A

TH REAT TO OUR NATIONAL SECURITY .
IN A RESEARCH REPOR T BY ROBERT C. BECK , DIRECTOR OF

THE BID—ME DICAL RESEARCH ASSOCIATES OF LOS ANGELES [AMP

1578) , INFORMATION IS PRESENTED THAT THE SOVIET S HAV E BEEN

UTILI ZIN G EXTREME LOW FREQUENCY RADIO WAVES MOD(.’.ATED AT

P’JLSE REP ET ITION RATES OF — 15 HZ AT POWERS UP TO 4C MEGA-
W ATTS.  ORIGINALLY ~EL1 TO BE OVER—T HE—HCSIZON RADAR, IT HAS
BEEN DISCOVERED THAT MA NY HUMAN ANIMAL SUBJECTS EXHIBIT PSY-

CHOP HYSIOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY TO THESE FRE QUENCIES. CR. BECK

GOES ON TO STATE THAT THESE FRE QUENCIES FALL PRECISELY

WITHIN THE PSYCHCAC ’IVE R ANGE OF NEURONAL SYNC HRONIZATION OR

BRA INWAV E ENTRAIN MENT WHERE SUBJECT S EXPERIENCE STATES FROM

CECREASED ANXIETY TO EXTR EME DISORIENTATION AND EVEN

UNCONSCIOLSNESS. RE PORTS OF CISORIENTATICN ASSOCI AT ED WIT H

THESE ELF SIGNALS HAV E BEEN REPORTED FROM EUGENE, OREGON .

APPARENTLY PEOPLE IN EUGENE HAVE COMPLAINED ABOUT “000

ATMOSPHERIC SEN SATIONS ” CAUSI NG HEADACHES, DRY THRO ATS ,
DE PRESSION, HIGH ANXIETY , IRRATA BILITY ANC LOS S OF SLEEP. IT
HAS BEEN SPECUL ATED T HAT THESE SIGN AL S HAVE ORIGINATED FROM

DEEP WITHIN THE SOVIET UNION [SAN JOSE MERCUR Y 1.578). THEIR

TR UE PURPOSE HAS YET TO BE CONFIRMED .

ANOTHER AREA WHICH, IF SUFFICIENTLY DEVELOPED, COUL D

HAVE UN°RES IDENTED AP PLICATIONS IS THE A EA OF REMO TE

VIEWING. AT THE STANFORD RES EARC H INSTITUTE IN MENLO PARK,

CALI FORN IA, DOC TORS RUSSELL TARG AND HA~~CLC PtJTHOFF HAVE

ACHIEVED ENORMOUS SUCCESS AND KNOWL EDGE IN THIS ARE A . REMOTE
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VIEWING REFERS TO THE ABIL ITY OF INDIVIDUA LS TO “ACCESS AND

DESCRIBE, BY ME~NS OF MENTAL PROCESSES, REMOTE GEOGRAPHICAL
LOCATION S UP TO SEVERAL THOUSAND KM DISTANT PROM THEIR
PHYSICAL LOCAT ION...”3 THERE IS REAS ON TO BELIEV E THAT THE
SOVI ETS ARE ENGAGED IN SIMILAR STUDIES AS THIS RE SEARCH HAS

RECEIVED WIDE PUB LICITY.

MANY CTHER AREAS HAVE VARYIN G DEGR E ES OF AP PLICATIONS
FOR MiL iTARY EXPLOITATION FOR WHICH SPORATIC SUCCESSES HAVE

BEEN RE PORTED FROM THE USSR . TWO OF WHICH ARE DERMAL (SKIN)

VISION [TIME 1974], GIVING REPORT S OF BLINCFOLOEO WCMEN WHO

CAN “SEE” COLORS WITH THEIR HANDS , AND PSYCHOTRONIC GENERA-

TORS WHICH SUPPOS EDLY HAVE THE ABILITY TO STORE AND RELEA SE

“PSYCHIC ENER GY ” TO ROTATE SMALL DISCS , PURIFY POLLUT ED
WATER , AND ACT AS A MAG NETIZE R [MISHLOV E 1975]. THE VALIDITY

OF THESE AND OT HER CLAIMS ARE NOT A MAT T ER OF EXAMINATION IN

THIS WOR K AND A RE MCRE APPROPRIAT E TO RESEARCHERS AND OTHERS

MORE DIRECTLY I NVOLVED.

A GROU P OUT OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA HAS BEEN PERFORM-

ING ‘PSYCHZC PROBES ” INTO THE SOVIET UNION TO DETERMINE THE

STATE OF CONTEMPORARY SOVIET PSYCHIC RESEARCH. IN THEIR

FINDINGS THEY OBSERVE THAT THE SOVIET S HAV E BEEN U S I N G
COS MU NA UTS IN THEIR SPACE PROGRAM TO PERFCRM PSYCHIC

EXPER IMENTS; THAT THEY HAVE CUBIC LE S CR RCCM S FOR PSYCHICS

WH O ATTEMP T TO REMOTE V I E W  VARIOUS TARGETS ;  TH AT THEY I-AVE
A PROG RA M TO IDENTIFY AS WEL L AS CREAT E PSYCHICS , PART ICU-
LA RLY CHIL DREN OF HiGH 10; THAT THEY ARE WORKING TOWARDS

METHODS FOR EXERCISING CONTROL OVER THOUGHT PROCESSES,

PARTICU LA RLY IN TH E AREA CF “PROJECT ING” INFORMATION AS
CCMPA RED TO “RECEIv ING” INFOR MATION ; AND THAT THIS MASSIVE

C)VERT PSI—RESEARCH IS FUNDED AND DIRECTED FROM THE HIGHEST
L.E VE i CF SOVIE T GOV ERNMENT . THEIR OBSERVAT IONS WERE BAS ED
jPCN ~EN ~SYCHLCAL LY—GIF1’ED ~ESPOMOENT S WHO WER E ASKED TO

~‘-~~ CLO E . PUTHOFF AN D RUSSELL TARG, “DI RECT PERCEPTION
F ~S~~MC~~E GEOGR A PHICAL LDCATIONS,” PAPER PRESENTED TO IEEE

MAT IJ NA L CONVENTI ON , EL ECTRO 77, NEW YORK , 12 APRIL 1977.
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PROVIDE INFORMATION ON SO VIET WOR K [COMPASS GROUP lcTe)

THE RESULTS OF THEIR “PROBE” ARE PRESENTED AS A MATTER OF

INTEREST WIT HOUT FURTHER SUBSTANT IATION CR C ONF IRMATION .

C. SOVIET WORK AND THE A MERICAN PR ESS

IN 1977 A GROUP OF ARTICLES A PPEARED IN THE NEW YORK

TIMES RELATING THE STOR Y OF A SOVIET EMIGRE, AUGUST STERN

NOW LIVING IN PARIS, THAT HAD BEEN DOING “SECRET WORK IN

PARAPSYCH O LOGY, FOR WHA T APP EAR [EDJ TO BE MIL ITARY AND

POLICE ‘URPOSES. ” THE ARTICLE RELATED MR. STE RN’S STATEMENTS

WITH TN! CASE •OF ROBERT C. 10TH A FORMER COSRESPOMCEMT OF

THE LOS A~IGELES TIMES , WHO WAS SEIZED BY THE K.G.B. AFTER

RECEIVING A 25—PAGE DOCUMENT ON PARAPSYCHCL3GY. THE TOTH

INCIDENT IS A MATTER OF HISTORY, BUT SUGGESTS THE IM PORTANCE

THE S C V I E T S  PLACE O~ THEIR RESEARCH IN THIS FIELD. IN THE

SA ME ISSUE, A RELAT ED ART ICLE INDICATED CONCERN OVER SOVIET

R E S E A R C H  BUT THAT:

“ALTHOUGH THE RUSSI ANS ARE INDEED PURSUING PARAPSY—
CHOLOSY RES EARCH, MUCH OF IT UNDE R M iLi TA R Y AUSPICES, THEY
HAVE 107 DISCCVERED OR DEVELOPED ANYTHING THAT A MERICAN
RESE ARCHERS DO NOT ALREAD Y KNOW. ”4

IT AL SO STATED THAT THE MENN I NGER F OUNDATION HAD SU (GESTED

THAT AME RICAN SCIENTISTS LEARN AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE ABOUT

PSYCHOTROI%ICS, “BEFORE THE RUSSIANS GET THE UPPER HAND. ” IN

ADDIT ION, WILLIAM TARG , A DUTNAM BOOKS EXECUTIVE, STATED

THAT, “THE REAL RACE NOW BETWEEN THE RUSSIANS AND US IS IN

T HE AREA CF SCIENCES LIK E ESP .”5

IN 4 WIDELY P.UBLI IZE D ARTICLE WHICH APPEARED IN THE

WA SHINGTON POST C1974] JOHN WILHELM REL ATED HOW THE CIA, THE

PENTAG O N AND THE RUSSIAN S ARE PROBING THE MILITARY POTENTIAL

4BOYCE RENSBERGER , “GA INS IN ESP STUDIES BY SOVIET
DOUBTED BY AMER ICAN SPECIALISTS ,” NEW YORK TI MES, 15 JUN E
1977, P. 20.

6”BOOM TIME S ON THE PSYCHIC FRONTIER, ” TI ME, 4 MARCH
1974, P. 72.
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OF P AR APS~CHOLOGY . TN THIS ARTICLE , RON RCBERTSQN , A

SECURITY CFFICER AT THE LAWRENC E LIVERMCRE LABORATORY IN

CAL IFCR’ I IA  STAT ED T FAT , USIN G PSYCHOKINETIC ENERGY, IT WO ULD

TAKE ONLY THE MOVEMENT OF “ONE—EI~~HTH OF AN OUNCE A Q UARTER

OF AN INCH AT A DISTANCE OF Cl~E FOOT” TO TRIGGER OR DISA BLE
A WARHEAD. WHILE THIS CLAI M IS SERIOUSLY COU BTED (AS BEING

RIDICULOUS), iT AND OTHER CLAI MS C ONTAINED IN THE A RTICLE

RAISED QUITE A FUROR IN THE UNITE D STATES.  IT W A S  THIS

AR TICLE THAT PROMPTED THE AUTHOR TO UNDERTAKE AN INVESTIGA-

lION OF THE OPI PhI CNS OF OUR OWN LEACI NG SCIENT ISTS AND

PROViDE ~N OBJ ECT IVE EVALUAT ION OF THE “WARNINGS ” CONTAINED

IN THESE AND OTHER PUBLICATIONS.

IT IS APPARENT THAT SOVIET RESEARCH HAS BEEN CONCUCTEC

FOR MANY YEARS AND W ILL CCNT INU E FOR MANY YEARS TO COME. ‘TOO

MANY QUESTION S HA VE BEEN THOUGHTF UL LY PCS ED BY RESEA RCHERS

SUCH AS PROFESS CR5 VASIL’YEV AND KO GAN FOR THE SOVIET  UNION
TO ABANDON FU RT HER STUDIES .



______________ - ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~- “ C ~
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I I I .  THE QUE STIONNAIRE

A. PROCEDURE

THE QUE STIONNAI RE FOUND IN APPENDIX A ADMITTEDLY HAS

MA NY SHORTCOMINGS . A FEW CF THEM ARE ENUMERATED HERE. THE
CO MBINAT ICN OF TWO POINTS THAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN STA TED
SEPARATELY ; A BIAS ON THE PART OF THE AUTHOR AND T H E

R! SPON D~N1S; ASSUMPTIONS IN STATEMENTS WHERE NONE SHOULD BE;

AND A FA ILURE T O PRET EST. IN ANY EV ENT , 11 IS HOPED THAT
EVEN WiT H THES E GLARING ERRORS , THE RESPONSE S WILL BE OF

SOME VALUE.

THE QU ESTI ONNAI FE WAS CESIGNE D TO ELICIT RESPONSES
FRO M PROFESSIONAL PSYCHOLOGISTS , DOCTORS, PROFESSOR S AND

KNOWLECGEABLE LAY PERSONS WHO HAD AUTHORED AT LEAST ONE

ARTICLE OR BOOK THAT DEALT WITH SOME ASPECT OF PARAPSY—

CHOLOGY. ‘TO O8TAIN A LIST CF APPROX IMATELY 200 AUTHORS, A

COMPUTER SEARCH WAS MADE W ITH  LOC KHEED CORPORATION ’S DIALOG

INFORMAT ION RETRIEVAL SERVICE WHICH PROVICED THE INTERFACE

~OR THE SEARCH OF THE PSYCHOLOGICAL ABSTRACTS PROVICEC BY

THE AMERICAN PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION . THE SEARCH RETRIEVED

ABSTRACT S OF KEY—WORDED ART ICLES BY SCANNING 900 PERIODICALS
AND OVER 1500 BOOKS AND MONOGRAPHS. BY LIMITING THE SEARCH

TJ THE PAST TEN YEARS IT WAS REASONABLY ASSURED THAT THE

GPINI CN PCLL WOULD BE DER IVED FRO M THOS E MOST RECENTLY WORK-

ING IN THE FIELC. THE FOLLOWING KEY WORDS FOR EITHER THE

TITL E OF THE ARTICLE OR A SUBJECT TERM PROVIDED OVER 400

ARTICLES, BOOKS AND MONOGRAPH S ON THE ARE A : PARAPSYCH? ,

EXTRASENSORY PERCEPT ION (ESP), PSYCHOK IN ES IS, TELEPATHY,

PSYC HO ENERGET IC S AND PSI. FROM THIS LIST SEVERAL HUNDRED

NA MES WERE RETRIEVED . FROM THESE, ADDRESSES WER E FOUND USING

THREE SOURCES : A M ER ICAN MEN AND WOM eI OF SCIENC E, BIOGRAPH-
ICAL DIRECTOR Y OF THE A MERICAN PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION

1975, AND THE NATIO NAL FAC U LTY DIR ECTORY 1978. WHERE
POSSIBLE , UPDATED ADDRESSES WER E OBTAINED FROM RECENT

17



ARTICLES LPPEAR ING IN PER IODICALS LOCALLY AVAILABLE.

OF THE 198 NAME S THUS OBTAINED, 27 WERE RETURNEC WITH

“ADDRESS UNKNO .4N,” LEAV I NG 171. OF THES E 75 WERE RECE IVED IN

TIME FOR THE COMPUTER RUNS AND TWO WERE NOT, WHI CH GAVE A
RESPONSE RATE OF 47~~. MAILED CUESTICNNA IRES TYPICALLY

RECEIVE A RE SPONSE RAT E OF BETWEEN 20 AND 4O~ WiTH ‘THE LOWER

FIGURE PREDOMINATING. 6

ALTHOUGH THE QUESTIONNAIRE WAS NOT CODED AS TO MEMBER-
SHIP IN PROFESSIONAL ORGANIZATIONS, OF TH E 171 THAT WERE
MAILED 53 (31U WERE PiLL MEMBERS OF THE PARAPSYC HO L ’ DCIC A L
ASSOC I ATION AN D 13 (I.1~~) WER E ASSOCIATE MEMBERS. THE
CRITER iON FOR FULL MEMBERSHIP IS A HIGH STANDAR D OF SCIEN-
T I F I C  WORK PUBLISHED IN REPUTABLE SCIENTIFIC JOURNALS , WH ILE

THE CRiT ERIA FOR ASSOC IATE MEMBERSHIP ARE ONLY A COLLEGE

EDUCATION AND A PROMISE OF MAKING SCIENTIFIC CONTRIBUTIONS.

OF THE AMER ICAN PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION , THES E WERE 13

(8~ ) FELLCWS , 40 (23~~) MEMBERS, ANC FOU R (2U ASSOC IATES OR
33Z OF THCS E POLLED . IN ALL, 101 PERSONS CR 59~ OF THOSE
R!CEIVING THE QUESTICNNAIRE WERE MEMBERS CF ONE OR BOTH

ORGAN I ZATI CNS.

APPENDIX B SHOW S THE RELATI VE BREAKDOWN OF PERI ODICAL S
FROM WHICH THE NA MES WERE DERIVED. THREE—FOURTHS CF THE

NA MES CAME FRO M THE FO1LC’~4 I N G : J O U R N A L  OF  T H E  S O C I E T Y  FOR

PSYCHICAL RESEARCH, JOUR NA L CF THE A M E R I C A N  S O C I E T Y  FOR
PSYCHICAL RESEARCH, JOURNAL CF PARAPSYCHOLOGY AND PARAPSY-

CHOLOGY REVIEW.

THE FINAL QUESTIONNAIRE WAS A SLIGHT REVISION OF THE

ORIG iNAL THAT WAS SUBMITTED TC TWO PSYCHOLOGISTS AT THE

NA VAL OCEAN SYSTE MS CENTER. HAVING ONLY BEEN EXPOSED TO

QU ESTIONNAIRES DURING AN UNDER GRAD UATE PRCGRA M IN PSYCHOLOGY

AT OHIO STAT E, THEIR COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS W ERE INVALU-
ABLE . THE COVER PAG E WAS REVISED IN AN ATTEMPT TO ELIMINATE

: 1  ANY BIAS CM THE PART OF THE RES EARCHER BY -MEREL Y °RESENTING

6G.C. HE.MSTADTER , RESEARCH CONCEPTS IN HUMAN BEI4AVIOR,
NEW YORK: APPLETCN—CENTURY —CR~~FT5, 1~7O, ~~. 71.
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THE FACTS. SINCE THE QUESTIONNAIRE CAME FROM A MILITARY IN-
STITUTI ON CAR E HAD TO BE TAKE N TO ENSUR E THA T IT DIDN~T

APPEAR BIASED TOWARC A MILiTARISTIC “REC SCAR E” PREDILECTION

CR SO UND THREAT EN IN G OS PARAN OIC. IN ADDITION, TO ENSUR E AN
ADEQUATE AND AS OBJECTIVE A RESPONSE AS POSSIBLE, THE
CONFIDENTIALITY OF THE RESPONDENT HAD TO EE SAFEGUARDED.

THIS ENTAILED A PREFAC ING NIlE THAT THE QUESTIONNAI RE WA S
SENT TO PERSONS WHO HAD AUTHORED ARTICLES ON THIS FIELD AS

W ELL AS ASKING ONLY PERTI NENT BACKG RO UNC INFORMATIO N THAT
WOULD BE USED IN THE ANALYSIS.  V ERY FEW RESPONDENTS IDENTI-
FIED THEMSELV ES ON THE QU ESTIONNA IR E FOR M, BUT OVE R HAL F
INCLUDED THEIR RETURN ADDRESS REQUESTING A COPY OF THE

RESULTS. UPON RECEIPT THE NAMES AND QUESTIONNAIRES WER E

SEPARATED BEFOR E THE RESPONS ES WER E COOED FOR ANALYSI S.

B. DESCRIPTION

THE FIRST PAGE,  CONTAINING QUESTIONS ONE NROUGH SEVEN
WERE INCLUDED TO ASCERTAIN THE BACKGROUND CF THE RESPONDENT.

THE FIR ST QUESTiON WAS ULTIMATELY RECODEC TO GIVE Ti- B NUMBER

OF YEARS IN VOLVED WIT H THE STUDY INSTEAD OF ACTUAL YEARS (AS

PRESENTED ) .  IN T HiS WAY Y EARS INV OLVED COULD BE ANALYZED
WITH THE BEL IEF SETS TO DETE RMiNE I F  A RELATIONSHIP EXISTED.

QUESTIONS TWO AND THREE WERE FOR THE SAME PURPflSE AS

WE LL AS ELIMINATING THOS E WHO REPONDED “NONE” ON NUMBER OF
ARTICLES AS THE SET WAS DERIVED USING THE CRITERION OF J N E

OR MORE ARTICLES.  TW O RESPONSE SETS HAD TO BE ELI M INATED IN
THIS FASHION.

QUESTION FOUR WAS iNTENDED TO BE USED WITH THOSE WHO
HAD HAD CONTAC T WITH SOVIET SCIENTI STS AND HAD RESPONCED TO

QUESTION SE VEN. IT WAS EXPECTED THAT THERE WOUL D BE A HIGH

C C RR E LATICN B ETWEEN THE T WO DAT ES .
NUMBER FIVE WAS ELIMINATED FROM THE STUDY AS IT

OFFERED LITTLE IN THE WAY OF BACKGROJ ND. NEARLY EVERY

RESPON PENT INDICATED THREE OR MORE SOURCES AND , THEREFORE,
COULD BE CON S IDERED MORE COMP ETENT THAN THE AVERAGE LAY
PERSON. HAD THESE BEEN A GREAT DISPARITY EETWEEN RESPONSES

- 
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THE VALIDITY OF THE METHOD CF NAME RETRIEVAL WJ’JLD I-AVE BEEN

IN GREATER DOUBT .

THE QUE STION OF CONTACT, NUMBER SIX, WAS DICHOTOMIZED

TO EITHE R “YES” OR “NO” AS THIS WAS THE ON LY PERTINENT

INFORMA TION NECESSARY FOR THE RES EARCH. IF THE RESPON SE TO

SIX WAS “NO,” QUESTIONS SEVE N AND 19 THROUGH 21 DID NOT

APPLY.

Q U E S T I O N S  19 THROJGH 21 REQUESTED INFORMATION THA T WAS

EXCHANGEC OR REQUESTED BY WARSAW PACT CITIZENS OR SCIENTISTS

DURING THEIR PERIOD CF CONTAC T. THOSE QUESTIONS WILL BE

ADDRESSED LATER.

STATEM ENT S EIGHT THROUGH EIGHTEEN WER E ORDINAL—LE VEL

MEASUREMENTS OF DEGREES OF AGREEMEN T OR CISAGREEMENT WITH

THE PARTICULA R STATEMENT. SINCE THE DISTANCE BETWEEN

“SOMEWHAT AGREE ” AND “MILDL Y AGREE ” IS SUBTLE AND SUBJECT TO

THE INTERPR ETATION CF THE RESPONDENT, NO HiGHER LEVEL OF

MEASURE MENT COULD BE ASSUMEC . HER E TOO, THE BIAS OF THE
RESPONDENT PLAY S AN IMPORTANT ROLE. PEOPLE HAVE A TENDENCY

TO ANSWER IN RESPONSE SETS. B. G. THEY MAY AG RE E MORE THAN

DISAGREE : THE Y MAY LEAN TOWARDS MORE STRCNGLY WO RC Et CHOICES

THAN OTHERS: OR THEY MAY HAVE A PROPENSITY FOR C ENT RAL

TENDENCY . IN ADDIT ION , SOME ARE INFLU ENCED BY THE DIRECTION

OF WORDING SO THAT THEY MAY C ONCUR MORE WITH POSITIVELY

RATHER THAN NEGATIVELY PHRASED SELECT IONS . THEREFORE,  THE

CUESTICMS WER E WORDED BOT H POSITIVELY AND NEGATIVELY IN

ORDER TO EL ICIT AS UNBIASED A RESPONSE AS POSSIBLE .

ON THE SUGGESTICN OF A PSYCH OLOGIST , SEV EN CHOICES WER E

USED INSTEAD OF FIV E TO GIVE MORE LATITUDE IN RESPON DING .
FROM PREVIOUS EXP ER IENC E WITH QUESTIONNAIRES , OFTEN THE

CHOICE BETWEEN TWO RESPONSES DIDN’T QUITE GIVE THE RESPONSE

THAT FIT. IT APPEARS THAT S EVEN CHOICES WER E WELL RECEIVED.
THER E WERE A COUPLE OF OBJECTIONS TO THE USE OF THE

RESPONSE “NO OPINION.” ~OR FUTUR E USE PERHAPS “NO OFINION/

DON’T KNOW” CR TWO SEPARATE CAT EGOR IES WOULD GIVE MCRE

INSIGHT AS TO THE ACTUAL MEAN ING. AS IT WAS USED, “NO

OP INION” WAS ASSUME !) SYNOMYMOUS WITH “DON’T KNOW .”

20
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STAT EM ENT ~UMBER EIGHT WAS UNDOUBTEDLY TWO STATEMENTS

WHICH WERE NOT NECESSARILY CORRELATED (A SOPHOMORIC ERROR).

SOME RESPONDENTS INCICATE D AN AGREEMENT WITH THE EXISTENC E
OF PSI PHENOMENA WHILE DOUBTING ANY PRO SPECT FOR UNRAVELING

THEM IN SC IENTIFIC TERMS. IN OTHER WORDS, PSI PHENOMENA MAY

GO THE SAME ROUTE AS GRAVITY WHER E WE NOT E ITS EXISTENCE AND

M EASURE IT BUT STILL CANNOT MANIPULAT E OR EX PL A I N  I T  IN
SCIENTi FIC TER MS. THE DISPAR I TY IN THIS QUESTION IS NOTED

FOR THOSE FEW WHO INDICATED CIFFICULTY iN RES PONDING TO THE
QUESTICN AS PRESENTED. EV EN SO, THE STATEMENT WAS ANALYZED

AS A UNIT.

QUESTI ONS NI NE TH ROUGH ELEV EN WERE USED TO DET E RMINE
THE KNOWLEDGE OR BIAS OF THE RESPONDENT BASED UPON W HETHER
OR NOT THE RESPONDENT HAD BEEN IN C ONTACT WI TH A WARSAW PACT

SCIENTIST.

NU MBER TWEL VE WAS MISINT ER PRETED BY  A FEW INDIVIDUALS

ASSUMING THAT “U.S.” MEANT “GOVERNMENT. ” THIS W A S  NOT THE
INTENTION AS THERE IS LITTLE GOVERNMENT A L CONTROL OR SPON-
S O R S H I P  OF EXPER IMENTAL PROGRAM S OF THIS NATURE. IT WAS

DESIGNED TO INCLUDE MAINLY CIVILIAN RESEARCHERS, AS THEY ARE

DOING THE VAST MAJORITY OF RESEARCH.

STATEMENT 15 W~ S ADDED AFTER LEARNING THAT A RECENTLY

DECLASSIFIED DEFENS E INTELLIGENC E AGENCY SPONSORED STUDY,

INCLUCED A STATEMENT QU OT ING A “TOP U.S. EXP ERT ON SOVIET
AF FAIRS” AS WARNING :

“IF THE UNI TED STATES DOES NOT MAKE A SERIOU S EFFORT
TO MOVE FORWARD ON THIS NEW FRONTIER , IN ANOTHER TEN YE A R S
IT MAY BE TOO LATE.”7

A DETERMINATION NEEDED TO BE MADE IF, IN THE JUDGEMENT OF

PROFESSIONALS WORKING IN THE FIELD, THERE WILL BE A THREAT

TO OUR NATIONAL SECURITY WITHIN TEN YEARS.

THE INTENTICN OF STATEMENT 16 REGARDING THE “LEAD” IN

PARAPSYCHOLOGY WAS TO DETERMINE IF RESPONDENTS PERCEIVED A

7”THREAT FROM RUSSIAN PSYCHIC EXPERIMENTS, ” NATIONAL
EN QJIR~ R, 7 MARCH 1978, P. 37.
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RACE OR CONTEST BETWEEN “US” AND “THEM.” THI S QUESTION WAS

ANALYZED WITH RESPONSE S TO STATEMENT S SIX, EIGHT, TEN,

TWELVE,  SEVENTEEN AND EIGHTEEN TO DETERMINE THE DEGREE OF
COMP ET IT ION THE RE SPONDENT FELT.

STATE MENT 17 PARALLELS NU MBER 14 AND , AS IS SUSPECTED,

ANY DEVELOPMENT OF THIS TYPE IS LIK EL Y TO FIND ITS WAY INTO

MiLITARY USES AS  HA VE MANY OTHER TECHNOL CG ICA L DISCCVE RI ES
THROUGHOUT HISTORY.

THE FINAL OPINION STAT EMENT, NUMBER 18, WAS INT ENDED

FOR THE GOVERNM ENTAL RES EARCHER S AND/ DR POLICY — MAKERS THA T
CONTROL FUNDING. ANY RESPONSE TO THIS STATEMENT COULD LEAD

ONE TO TWO DIFFERENT CONC LUSIONS. FIRST, TI-AT THE GCVERNMENT

AGENCIES SHOULD BEC CME DIRECTLY INV OLVED IN THE R E S E A R C H  IN
WHICH CAS E THEY WOULD PROBABLY REQU IRE REASONABLY PREDICTA-

BLE AND PCSITIVE RE SULTS (WI THOUT RECEIVING THEM AS IT

STAND S NOW ) .  OR SEC O NDLY AND PROBABLY MOST LIKELY, THAT THE

CIVIL IAN SCHOLARS WOUL D WELCOME THE GR A NTS AND FUMOIN G AS

LONG AS RESTR ICTI VE CONSTRAINTS OR RE QUIREMENTS WERE NOT

IMPOSED AS A PRERE QUISITE TI THAT SUPPORT. THE KEY WORD HERE

WAS “GOVERNMENT” INVOLVEM ENT . THE RESULTS WERE SURPRISING.

OF THE FINAL THREE QUESTIONS TO THOSE WHO ANSWE REC

POSITIVELY AS TO WARSAW PACT CONTAC T (~~6), THOSE SETS OF

QUESTICNS WERE DESIGNED TO MEASURE WHAT INFORMATION WAS

RE QUESTED OR EXCHANGED AS WELL AS WHETHER OR NOT INFORMA T ICN

WAS ONLY REQUESTED BUT NOT GIVE N TO US OR JUST GIVEN AND NOT

RECEIVED , ETC. ADM iTTEDLY, SOM E OF THE SUEJECT S LISTED HAVE
LITTLE OR NO REL AT IONSHIP TO PARAPSYCHOLOGY BUT WER E MERELY

PRESENTE D TO INJECT WORDS THAT HAVE BEEN MENTIONED CR LINKED
INDIRECTLY WITH THE PHENOMENA, ALLOWING THE RES PONDENT A

GREATER LAT ITUDE IN HIS OPTIONS .

IT IS HOPED THAT THIS DISCUSSION OF THE SHORTCOMINGS

OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE WIL L. A~ D FUTURE POLLS IN AVO ICI NG
S I M I L A R  ERRORS AND P~~~HADS LEAVE SOME QUESTIONS TO BE ASKED

OR CL ARIFIED IN FUTURE QUESTIONNAIRES. THE AUTHOR ATTEMPTED

TO PRESENT AS UNBIASED A PRODUCT AS POSSIBLE BUT SOME
QUEST IONS AND STATEMENTS ASSUMED THE EX ISTENCE OF ~ SYCH IC
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PHENOMENA, WHICH WAS NECESSARY ZN DET ERMINING BIASES IN THE

ANALYSIS.

C. SPSS

THE STATIST ICAL PACKAGE FOR THE SOC IAL SCIENCES, OR SPSS

IS A SYSTEM OF COMPUTERIZED STATISTICAL PROGRAMS DESIGNED

F O R  THE A N A L Y S I S  OF SOCIAL SCIENCE DATA. IT ENABLES THE

RESEARCHEQ/US ER TO UT ILIZE MA NY OF THE STA TiSTICAL EVALUA-

TION TEC HN IQU ES COMMONLY USED IN THE SOCIAL SCIENC E ~~~

SPSS ALLOWS THE RESEARCHER WITH LITTLE OR NO PRIOR

COMPUTE R E X P E R I E N C E TO P E R F O R M HIS ANALYS IS BY U S I N G  N A T U R A L
LANGUAGE CONT RO L S T A T E~iENTS WHICH GIVES HIM LARGE AMOUNTS OF

COMPUT ING POWER WITHOUT THE ~RO6LEMS OF HIGHE R COMPUTER

LANGUAGE AND ITS ASSOCIATE!) COMPLEXITIES.

BESIDES THE MORE COMMON DESCRIPTIVE ST’~TISTICS , FREQU EN-

CY DI ST R IBUT I ON S AND CROSSTABULATIONS, SPSS ALSO PERFORMS

S I M P L E  AND P A R T I A L  C O R R E L A T I O N S , MULTI PLE REGRESSION, FA CTC R
ANALYSIS, SCATTER DIAGRAMS , CANONICAL CORRELATIONS , ONE—WAY

AND N— WAY ANALY SIS OF VARIANCE AND GUTTM4N SCALING. THE SUB-

PROGRAMS USED FOR THIS ANALYSI S WERE FREQUENCIES AND CROSS—

TABULATIONS OF SELECT ED VARIABL ES.

THE CROSSTA B ULAT ION PROCEDURE COMPUTES AND D ISPLAYS

TWO— W AY TO N—WAY CR CSSTABULATION TABLES FOR ANY DISCRETE

NU MERIC OR ALPHANUMERIC VA RIABLES. AVA ILABLE WITH TI-IS CON-

TI NGENC Y TABLE ANALYSIS ARE TES TS OF SIGNIFICANCE , I.E.
CHI—S QUAR E TEST . THESE DiSTR IBUTIONS MAY ALSO BE SUMM ARIZED

BY MEASURES OF ASSOCIATION, SUCH AS THE CCNTINGENCY FIGUR E

GA MMA , PHI AND TAU WHICH DESCRIBE HOW ONE VARI ABL E PREDICTS

CR VARIES WITH ANOTHER. IN ADD ITION , PART IAL GAMMAS MAY BE
UTILIZED TO MEASURE THE RELAT IONSHIP BETWEEN TWO VARIABLES
CONTROLL ING FOR OTHER VARIABLES . DI SCUSSION OF THE SUMMARY

STATI STICS FOR CROSSTA BULAT IO NS ARE FOUND IN APPENDIX C.

8 FURTHER DISCUSSION OF SPSS C A P A B I L I T IES MENTIONED BELOW
MAY BE FOUND IN THE SPSS MAN~UAL (N I E 1975] .
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THE SUB—PROGRAM FRE QUENC IES PRODJCES FREQUENCY

DISTRIBU’ION TABLES AND SUMMARY STATISTICS TO PROVICE THE

RES EARCHER WITH A MORE PRECISE DE SCRIPTICN OF THE DISTRIBU-

TIONAL CHARAC TERISTICS OF THE VARIABLES PROD’JCED BY SURVEY

RE SEARCH . IT ALSO ENABLES HIM TO PRODUCE A PERMANENT PR INT

FILE OF THE BASIC REFE RENCE DOC UMENT WHILE ALLOW iNG HIM TO

CKECK THE VALIDITY OF THE DATA TO ENSURE THAT IT HAS BEEN
CODED, PUNCHED, AND INPUT TO THE REQUIREC S~~ECIFICAT IONS .
AV AILA BLE WITH THIS SiB—PR OGRAM ARE HISTOGRAMS FOR EASY

IDENTIFICAT ION OF ONE— WAY DISTRIBUTIONS AS WELL AS THE BASIC

STATI STICS: MINI MUM , MAXIMUM , RANGE, MaCE, MED IAN , MEAN,

VARIANCE , STA NDARD DEV IATION , STANDA RD ERROR , SKEWNESS AND

KURTOSIS . THE LEV EL OF MEASUREMENT IS IMPORTANT , I.E. SMALL

NUMBERS OF DISCRETE VARIABLES OR CONTINUOUS VARIABLES OF AN

INTERVAL— LE VE L MEASUREMENT ONE MUST BE A W A R E  OF T HE LIMITA-

TI ONS BASED UPON HIS CHOS EN LEV EL . A DESCP IPT IJN OF THE

STATISTICS USED MAY BE FOUND IN A P~~ENOI X C.

0. RES’J LTS

THE QUESTIONNAIRE BEGAN WITH BACKGROUND DATA ON THE

RESPONDENT’S P~ RIOO OF ACTIV E INVOL VEMENT. AS WOULD HAVE

BEEN EXPECTED,  CUE TO THE SELECT ION BIAS , THE MAJOR ITY (3 3f l

HAV E BEEN ACTIVELY INVOLVED FOR FIVE TO TEN YE AR S.  THE
DESCRIPT IVE STATI STICS FO LLOWI NG THE FRECL ENCY H IS T C G R A M S

IN APPENDIX 0 ARE NOR MALLY INTENDEU FOR INTERVAL—LEVEL
MEASUREMENTS BUT WERE PROVIDED FOR INTEREST.

THE 81—MODAL RESPONSE TO QUESTI ON TWO ON THE NUMBER OF

ARTICLES PUBLISHED IS INTERESTI NG. FIFTY—EIGHT PERCENTAGE
HAD WRITT EN EIT HER ONE ARTICLE OR GREATER THAN TEN . SIM iLAR-

LY THIRTY PERCENTAGE HAD AUTHORED ONE OR MOR E BOOKS, WITH

THE MAJORITY (3t~~
) HAVING BEE N FIRST PUBLISHED FROM 1g71 TO

1975.
ON T H E QUESTION OF CONTACT OVER 44~ OF THOSE RESPONDING

HAD CONTACT WITH ONE OR MORE WARSAW PACT SCIENTISTS, WITH

THE M A J O R I T Y  F R C M  T H E  SOVIET UNION. W HILE THIS ~ERC ENTAG E

WAS HIGHER THAN EXPECTED, IT IS DIFFICULT TO DETERMINE IF

2~i•
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THIS  RAT E iS H IGHER TO ANY SIGNIFICANC E FOR THIS AREA THAN

ANOTHER ACAD EMI C PURSUIT. IT IS REASONABLE TO ASSUM E THAT

THIS IS MERELY AN INDICAT ION OF THE DIFFIC IL TY FOR RESEARCH-

ERS IN A N~ COMM UNIST BLOC COUNTR Y TO OB TAIN INFORMATION

FROM WES T ERN SO URCES. BY W R I T I N G  DI RECT LY TO AUT HORS 0
ARTICLES WHICH DID FIND T H E I R  WAY INTO SOVIET SCIENTIST ’S

HANDS, THEY ARE ENHANCING THEIR KNOW LEDGE BY M E A N S OTHER W ISE
UNAVAILABLE TO THEM. AS WILL BE POINTED OtT LATER THE

MAJO R I TY CF THOS E IN “CONTACT” WERE REQUESTED BY POSTCARD CR

LETTE R TO SEN C COPIES OF ARTICLES ON A GIVEN SUBJECT. IT IS

IN THIS MA NNER THA T THE REQUE STING S C I E N T I S T  MAY HAVE A COPY

O~ WORK DONE , A S  THERE A P E FEW PHOTOCOPYING MACHINES

AVAILABLE .
THE NEXT QUESTION, NUMBER SEV EN , DEALING WITH THE PERIOD

OF FIRST CONTACT WI T H THE WARSAW PACT SCIENTIST, THE

MAJORITY RESPONDED IN THE 1971—75 CATEGORY (41fl. IN THE
RESULT S CF CROSSTA BL LAT ION FOR THE PER I OD OF THE FIRST ARTI-

CLE W ITH WHEN THEY WERE IN FIRST CONTACT WITH THE WA R SA W

SC IENTI ST, THE RESULTS WERE NCT SI~~NIFICANT. THE ASSOCIAT ION

BETWEEN THESE VA RIABLES IS GREATER THAN TI- AT FOUND WHEN

COMPARING THE °ER IO C OF ACT IVE INVOLVEMENT AND WHEN THEY

WERE IN FIR ST CONTACT.  THE DATA SUGG ESTS THAT , OF TH E TWO ,

THE PERIOD THA T THE F IRST ARTICLE WAS PUBLISHED HAD GREATER

IMPORTANC E IN DETERMINING WHEN THE US SCIENT IST WAS FIRST

CONT ACTED. THE Y E A R S  OF INVOLVEM ENT HAD LESS TO DO W I T H
CONTACT BEING MADE THA N THE FIRST PUBLICATION OF HIS

ARTICLE. THIS DETERMINATION WAS SIGNIF ICANT TO THE 5~ LEVEL.
THE TABL E APPEARS ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE .9

1

°CCMPUT ER—GENEP AT ED TABL ES REPRODUCED WITH PERMISSION
FROM S PSS,  INC .
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~.p EP.
CUUNT I

R0.~ PC I  11941—50 19 51— 6 0 196 1—65 1966—70  191 1— 75 19 76 O~ ROWCCL ~C1 I TOTALTCT PCI I 2 1 3 !  4 1 5 I 6 7 IAC T I V E  — I — I — I — I — i — — ————
1a Y E A R S  

1 
C .~ ~.3 50.0 1 25.~ ~.3  2 5 .~ 12. 1
C.C 0.0 3 3 . 3  1 ~,.0 1 0.0 L . 5

I 0.0 3.0

BcT ~iEEr4 2 5—3 0 ~R 2 : .~ I 25.~ 50.~ I ~3 ~.8 O.~ 12 11u~~.0 100.0 1 33 .3  1 0.0 1 0 .3  0.0 I_ _
~~~~ :.~ ~~~~2 _ I _ ± _ _ 2 _ _i

~~~~~~~~ :~~

8cT~~E TP4 2~~~25 YR 1 0.3  1 33 . 5  I 0.0 1 

— 

9J
~ .0 1 0.0 1 16.7 1 0.0 I 15.4 1 C .O

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ I
AETwE1t ~ 15—20 ~~ c.~ I 0.8  I o.3 I 25 .~ 75.~ ~.3 24JI ~..G 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 50.0 1 46.2 1 0.0 1

1.0 0.0 I 0.0 I 6.1 1 18.2 1 0.0—L I r 

8~~T w E E - ~ 10 15 I o.~ ~.3 ~.8 33J I 33.~ 33. 1 1 ~~~~~C . C  1 0.0 0.0 1 25.0 1 7 . 7  1 1 2. 5  1
I C . 0  1 0.0 0.0 3.0 1 3.0 3.0 1—1 I — I 1— I Ii t  C l  0 1 1  0 1  4 1  o X  12

8CTWEE~ 5—10 Y R S  I C.0 1 0.0 9.1 £ 0.0 1 36.4 1 54 .5  1 33 3I 0 .0  1 0.0 16.1 1 0 .0  1 3 0 . 8  I 75 .0
I C . O  1 0.0 3 . 0  I 0 .0  I 12. 1  1 18 . 2  I

C0LUM~ 1 1 6 4 13
1

8
!

T O T 4L. 3 .0  3.0 18.2  12.1 39.4 24.2 100.0

)(L :4l .O 2 OF~ 25 P O . 023 G~~0.64

IN DERFORMING CROSSTABULATI ON S BETWEEN THE NU MBER OF

ARTICLES PUBLISHED AND THE DERIO D OF ACT iV E INVOLVE MENT THE

RESULTS WERE SIGNIFICAN T AT JUST BE LJW THE 1~ LEVEL.  THI S IS

NOT SURPRiSING A S  ONE WOULD EXPECT MORE ARTICLES FRO M A

V ET ERAP4.

ACTIVE
COUNT I

kC.~ 1.CT I)3~ YE AR E ET wE E I~ 8ET w EE i~ BLT .~EEN 8ETWEEN eEThtEi~ Ro w
001. PCI 15 2 5 — j O  YR 20—25 YR 15—2 0 YR 10—1 5 YR 5—10 YRS TOTAL
TCT I~C T I  1. 1 3 1 4 1 5 I 6 1 7 1

AATICLES ————————l I I I 1 ——— 
1 1  C I  0 1  0 1 1  1. 6 !  8

ONE C.C I 0.0 1 0.0 12.5 I 1 2 . 5  7 5 . 0  13.3
0 .0 I 0 .0 1 0 .0  9.1 1 10.0 25 .0
0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 1.7 1 1.7 1C.0 I——— ..— . I ——

2 1  1 1  0 1  0 0 !  1 4 6
T.0 16.7 1 0.0 1 0.0 0.0 1 16.7 06.7 1 10.0

16 .1  1 0.C 1 0.0 0.0 1 10 .0 1 6.7
1 1.7 1 0.0 I 0 .0  3.0 1 1.7 6.1 1

— 1 — — 1 — — — —————t ——— 1 —— I
I C I  0 0 0 1  0 4 4

0.0 1 0.0 0 .0  0.0 1 0.0 100.0 6.1
C .C  1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.7

1 C.C 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3
4 C 1 0 0 1 3 0 4

POu R I C.Q 1 0.0 0.0 1 25.0 75.0 1 G.u I 6.7
C .C 1 0.0 0.~~ 1 9.1 30.0 1 0.0 1
C.0 2 0.0 1 0.0 1.7 5.0 0.0

5 1  1 1  0 0 1  0 0 1  4 5
F I V E  I 20 .0  1 0 .0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 eo .o  8.3

I 16.7 1 0.0 0.0 1 0 .0 0.0 1 16.7
1 1 .1  1 0.C 0.0 0.0 0.0 I 6 .7

— I  1 — I 
6 !  0 0 0 1  3 1  0 1  4 7

6— 10 1 0.0 1 0.0 0 .0 . 42 .9  0.0 I 57 .~ 11.7
I 0 .0 0 . .  3.0 1 2 7 . 3  0.0 1 l~~.1 

0.O~~~~~~~5. O 
7 1 4 5 1 6 5 1 2 1 26

TEN I 1’.4 1 1D.4 1 19 .2 I 2~~.1 19.2 1 7 .1 1 43.3
I t~~.1 I Loo .u  1 100.0 1 ‘4.5 50.0 8.3 I
1 o.7 6.7 2 8.3 1 ~0.0 I d .3  1 3.3 1

— I  1 I I — — I  — — I
C C L U ~ N 6 4 5 11 10 24 60

TOTA L 11.0 o.1 8.3 18.3 lb . ?  40.0 100.0

Xz : 50.24 0F 30 P.0.0117 G~-0.627
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SIMILARLY , IN ANALYZI t~G THE NUMBER OF ART iCLES PUBLISHED
W ITH W A R S A W  PACT COPJACT AND BETWEEN YEARS ACT IVE IN THE

FIEL D A ND CONTACT , THE DATA SUGGEST S THAT THE NUMBER CF

ARTI CLES PUBLISHED HAD A G REATER ROLE IN T HE DETER MINATION

CF WH ETHER OR NOT CCNTAC T W A S  MADE AS CAN BE SEEN BELOW.

C0u~.T 1
CC~~1ACT7 CC~~Y A C 1?

c PCI I NC 

~ 

YE~~.wIT 
T~~~~L ~t~C YES. WIT 

T~~~ L
A R T ICLES —— 1 — T OT PCI 1 0 1 1

1 14 5 [ 19 ACTI VE —
~

—
~— —~f —I 

C W E 7~~.1 26.3 1 25.0 >33 YFAP S 33J 1 66.7 
14.7 1 

~~~ I 11:8

2 1  1 2 9 —I I 
1.0 1 i i . 8  22 .2  1 11.8 BET.EEN 25—30 ~R ~.8 I 1C0.~ 6.5

T H R E E  

_ t __ :
~

__ I_ J
~ __ ! 

6 4 1 3 1 3 6
~~_ . _  16.1 1 1.9 8OTmEEN 20—25 YR SC .0 I 50.0 9.7 

.3

P a R  0 !  4 5 1 2
1
1 5 111~.C.C 1 0.0 5.3 BE Tw EEN 15— 20 YR 18.2 1 81.3 11.7c. C.0 1 1 .1 1 26.5

1 2 .2 1 14.5

FIVE 1 1  5 7 1 3 10ec .u I ~u .a 1 6.6 8ET .€E~ 10—15 YR 1 70.0 1 30.0 16.1
I .~~.G 8.8

— I  I I 11.j I 4.6
6 2 1  5 7 1 1  1 4 1  16—10 

~~~~ 1 9.2 66TwtEi ~ 5—JO Yws S t . C  4 4 . 0  40.3
I 6 • I 5t..C 1 j 2 . 4  6 .6 7 1 22.~ I 13 .7

) TEN ~ I 76 ’2 j 34~~ 
C~~~~t4N ioo~~

1 1.9 26:3
CCLU~~P. ~~~~ ioo?~ 

X~ = 10.60 DF 5 P = 0.060 GAI’~MA = .37

X2 
= 23.75 DF = 6 P = 0.0006 GA~vt4A = 0.61

CLRTHER INVESTIGATION IS NEEDED H O W E V E R ,  TO DETERMINE

W HAT OTHER FACT ORS FLAYED A PA RT IN THE US SCIENTIST BEING

CONTACTED , SUCH A S  MEMBERSHIP IN THE P4 RA PSY CH O LDGICA L

ASSOCIATION OR HAV U~G A PAPE R PR E SENTED AT AN INT ERP~ATI ONA L

M E E T I t ~G.
UNDER ‘HE CATEGOR Y OF BELIEVE , WHER E THE OPINION OF THE

RESPONDENT WAS QUESTIONE D AS TO HIS OR HER BELiEF TI -AT
PSYCHIC PHENOMENA EXIST , THE OV ERWHELMING MAJOR ITY (~ 4~~
STRON GLY AGREED WITH THE STA TEMENT. I 1’1 REGROUPING RESPON—

DENTS INTO CATEGORIES OF BELI EVERS ( S H E E P ) ,  NO O PINIDNERS,

AND DISBELIEVERS (GCATS THE FREQU ENCIES WERE : 82~ , 4~, AND

14~ RESPECT ~VELY . THIS DERCENTAGE OF “SHEEP” WHE THER WHITE

OR GR EY, 15 REMARKABLE CONSIDERING TWO CF THE MOST RECENT

Ft SURVEYS ON ESP ATTITUDES. IN  A POLL BY A POPULAR ENGLISH
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JOURNAL, ~SE W SCIENTiST [1972) , 67~ OF REACERS SURVEYED WERE

FAVORABL E TOWAR D ESP AND ONLY 22~ WERE NEGATI VE. IN A MORE

RECENT STLDY 1° BY PROFESSOR MAHLON WAGNER AND MARY 1~CNNET AT
THE STATE UNI VERS ITY OF NEW YCRK, ATT ITUCES TOWARD ESP WERE

SiM ILA R TO THOS E FOUND IN ENGLAND WITH 6Ô~ F A V O R A B L Y
DISPOSED AND 23~ NEGATIVE . THAT STUDY SUR~VEY ED A WI DE BACK-
GROUND OF SCHOLAR S TEACHING AT VARI OUS CIVILIAN INSTITU—

F TIONS . HOWEV ER, IN A 1971 ARTICLE AUTHOREC BY GERTR LDE R.

SCHMEIDLER IN THE. JOURNA L OF PARAPSYCHOLOGY , IT WAS

DETERMINED THAT 9O~ CF THE COMBINED MEMBERS OF THE PAPA—

PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION AT THE TIME ( N=22 )  AGGREEC THAT
ESP W AS FIRMLY ESTABL ISHEC AND THAT FURTHER RESEARCH TO

DETERMiN E ITS EXISTENCE WOULD HAV E BEEN UII INTERESTING.11

ONE COULD RIGHTFULLY EXPECT A HIGHER PERCENTAGE OF “SHEEP”
FROM A CCPMUNITY OF PARAPSYCHOLOGY—REL ATEC AUTHORS THAN

F R O M  A SURVEY OF BROAD ACADEMIC BACKGROUNDS.

BY REGROUPING THE NUMBER CF ART ICLE S PUBLISHED A1 THE

MEDIAN CF FOU R AND COMPARING THE T W O GROUPS WIT H THE “SHEEP”

AND “ GO A TS ”  IT WAS DETERMINED THA T NO ONE W HO HAD A ITHORED
GREATER THAN FOUR ARTICLES ON PARAPSYCHOLOGY FELT TI-AT PSi

DIDN ’T  EXIST.
6~~L L 4 r

CC~ThT I
0.~ ~CT 1s1.C~\GLY ~ ILCLY A SCIMOW I-41 ~C OP INI SOM wHA I 1411.CLY 0 ST~ 0NGLY ROW:~~i. . 1  ~~~ r C~~~L A~~P.F~ ON OI$A OR E ISACREE O1S A ~..RE TOTALI ~~~ 1 3 1  4 1  5 1  6 1  7 1AR T 1CL2 S I I 1 I I 1 I I  ~.2 I 4 1  ~~~~T 3 1  2 !  3 1  5 1  383~ I .~~~.. ~3.5 1 35.7 1 7.9 1 5.3 1 1.9 1 13.2 I 50.0I ~~ .0 ~~~ 1 6~~.2  I 1C0.0 I 103.0 I 100.0 1 100 .0 1I I~~.6 i ~~.. I 11.6 I 3.9 I 2 .6  I 3.9 1 6.6 1

—I I —————— — 1 I 1 ——I—— 12 1  i l l  4 1  4 1  0 1  0 1  0 1  0 !  38S I 7~~.9 I ~G .5  1 13 .5 1 U.3 1 3.0 I C .0  I 0.0 1 50.0
I 11.; I 30.0 1 30.9 1 0.0 1 J.u 1 0.0 1 0.0 11 2~~.5 1 5.2 1 5.3 1 0.0 I 3.0 1 0.3 I 0.0 I-1 1 I— 1 — I~~~~~~~~~1 -------1-------14 7  6 13 3 2 3 5 765~~.3 10.5 17.1 3.9 2 .6 3.9 6.6 100.0

22.64 DF = 6 P 0.001 GN~MA = 0. 78

10MAHLCN W. W AGN ER AND MA PY MONNET , “OBJ ECTIVITY IN
SCIENCE AND ACADE ME : PARAP SYCHOLOGY , A SURV EY ,” PAPER ~R OM
THE STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW YOR K AT OSWEGC, 1978.

11GERTR UDE R. SCHMEIDLER, “PARAPSYCHOLOGISTS’ OPINIONS
ABOUT PARA PSYCHOLOGY 1971,” .~O~J~J~AL OF PARAPSYCHOLOG Y, V.
35(3) , SEPTEMBER 1971, PP. 20
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IN THE COMPARISON BETWEEN THOSE WHO HA C HAD CONTACT WIT H
THE W A R S A W  PACT SCIENTIST AND T H E BELIEF SETS OF THE
RESPONOENTS, THE FOLLOWING WAS FOUND. ONL Y ONE OUT CF THE 35
RESPONDENTS WHO HAD MADE CONTACT WAS A “GOA T. ” OF T HE 44~
WHO I NDICATED CONTACT , 97~ WERE VARY ING CEGR.EES OF “SHEEP”
WHER E ZB CR 8O~ STRONGLY AGREED THA T PSI EXISTS. THIS WAS

SIGNI FICANT TO THE 1~ LEVEL.
301 I E VE

CO UR.T I
ROw PCI ‘STRC ~ GLY HIL I1LY A spMrwHAr NP C1P T1IT SflM~ 5..It.T ~‘ILPLY P ST~~J~:r.LY ~~~CCL PCI 1 AOMFE GREE AGREE ON OI SAGR€ 1SAGRC ~ 3ISAO q~ TOTA L
b i R d ! 1 1  2 1  3 !  4 1  5 1  6 1  7 1

CJ’.IACT? —— 1 1 I I 1 1 
(3 I 15 1 6 I I’I I 3 1 ‘ I 4 1 1 ‘.‘~10 1 34.1 I 1 3.0 I ‘‘.7 1 6.R 1 4~~ 5 I 9.1 I Q .1 I ~~.7I 34.9 1 66.7 2 ~6.9 ‘ 100.0 1 1~ 0.3 I 10fl.1 I ~~~~~~~ I

1 1 5.0 I 7.6 1 12.7 1 3.8 1 ‘.5 1 5.1 1 5.1 1
—I——— — ——— 1 1 ——I I I I I

i i  2 8 1  3 1  3 1  0 1  0 1  ( 3 1  I I  ‘5
Y ES. W I T H  OS~E OR 1 80.0 I 8.6 1 8.4 1 3.0 1 0.3 1 3 .0 1 2. 0 1 44.~1 65 . 1  I 3~~.3 1 2 3 . 1  1 3. ) 1 0.0 1 0.3 1 27.3 1

I 35.6 I 3.8 1 3.R 1 3 .) 1 3.0 1 (3 .1 1 1.3 1
— 1 I I 1 I I 1 I

COLJMN 43 9 13 3 2 4 S 79
TOTAL 54.4 11.4 16.5 3.8 ‘.5 5.1 6.? 100.0

X a = 18.72 DF = 6 P = 0.005 GAMvIA = 0.72

AN ALMOST UNANIMOJ S CONSENSUS WAS ACHIEVED ON 71-E NEXT
STATE MENT PEGA RC ING THE DEGREE OF INTEREST THE S O V I E T  U N I O N
HAS IN PARAPSYCHOLOGY. THERE WAS LI TTLE CO RRELATION BET WEE N

THOSE WHO HAD BEEN IN CONTACT AND THOSE RESP ONDING TO THIS

STATEMENT OR BETWEEN “SHEEP” AND “uOATS.” HOWEVER , IN LOOK-

ING AT JUST THE FREQUENCIES, OVE R 87Z STATED THA T THEY

DISAGREED WITH THE STATEMENT TH AT THE S OVIET UNION WAS NOT

INTE R EST EC IN PSYCHIC PHENOMENA. JUST OVER ONE PERCENT-

AGE “ SOM EW HAT ” AGR E ED , WITH 12~ NOT KNOWING OR GIVING NO

OPINION. IT IS APPARENT FROM THE DATA THAT THE MAJORITY OF
THOSE RESPONDING FELT THAT TH E SOVIET UNICN IS I N D E E D  IN TER-
ESTED ; NOT SURPRISING CONSIDER ING THE AMCUNT OF PUBLICI TY

THEI R INTEREST HAS GENERATED IN THE PAST DECADE.

IN REGARD TO THE EXCHANGE OF INFORMATI ON BETWEEN THE US

AND THE USSR A STRONG “SPIKE” EXIST ED FOR THE “STRONGLY

AGREE ” RESPONSE (48U WITH 79~ OF THE TOTAL IN AGREE MENT AND

12~ DISAG REEING. THERE WAS A STRUNG PROPENSITY FOR BELIEVING

“SHEEP” TC AGREE WITH GREATER EXCHANGE OF INFOR MAT ION AS

SHOW N CN THE FOLLOW ING PAGE .
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.‘Cm p~dT $1~~C~~t.LY M1LCL’~ A SOMEWHA T ~I0 0PINI S0N~ WHAT STRCNGL T ROW
L~~L P~~T A~~~ S~~~~ GRId £~~R~~R Ct~ OIS AGR E C1SA c -98 TOTAL

— T~~1 ( ~~1 1 2 1 3 1 4 I 5 I 7 1
At L i FVE —— I I — I 

i~ 1 6 13 1 2 1 1 6 1 64
S L . ~ I 4 .4  1 2 0 . 3  1 3.1 I I.e c.~. I 83.1
S i .  I t.o.1 1 96 . 7  1 2R.6 1 103.0 75 .0
‘.c.~ 1 1.6 16.9 1 2.6 I 1.o  7 .8 1 I ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ — —————— 1

2 C I  1 0 1 0 0 7i.~ .~~I:.1J(, i.... 1 00.0 0.0 1 50.0 0.U 0.0 1 2.a
1 C .J  I L~ .1 1 U.U 1 14.3 1 0.0 0.0 1
I ..C I I.j 0.0 1.3 I 0.0 0.0

—I I  I 
3 1 1 1 2 1 2 4 0 2 I 11

5 .1  1 ~ .?  1 -8.2 30.4 0. 0.0 13.2 14.?
I ~.? 1 22 . 2  L 3.3 57.1 1 0.0 25.0 11 1.2 I 2.~ 2 .6  5.2 1 3.3 2.6 1 

I — ——1CCI. 0frr~ 9 15 7 1 8 7?
1OT..L ,A . 1  11.1 19.5 9.1 1.8 10.4 130 .0

= 25.26 DF = 10 P 0.005 GN9TvIA = 0.59

A WEAKER LINK WAS EXIBITEC BETWEEN THOSE IN CON TACT WITH

W ARSAW ~ACT SCIENTI STS AND THOSE RES PONDING TO THE STATEMENT

OF EXCHANGE , AS SHOWN iN THE NE XT TABLE.
8 XC h A  P-.GE

~~~~~~~ ISIPC NGL Y MILDLY .1 SOMrWHAT 14(3 OPINI SOME wHAT STP ’Nr.LY Ri1 W
CDL PCi I A (.RLE GR!’E AGR~

0 ON O1S4GR~ DISA C,P~ TOTAL
TOT PCI 1 1 1 2 1 3 1 4 7 5 I 7 I

CO NTAC T? ——————I
NO I 34.~ 1 11.0 1 77 . 9  I 14.0 I ~ . ‘1 I 11.6 1 55.8

1 40.5 I 55. . 1 9 3 . )  I 35.7 1 1.0 1 0 2 . 5  1
I 19.5 1 6.5 1 lS.~ ‘ 1.3 1 1. 1  1 6.5 1

—I  I 1 I I I I
1 !  2 2 1  4 1  3 1  1 1  1 1  3 1  34

Y~~S. W I T N  ~ 4E CX J 64.7 1 11.8 I 9.9 1 2.9 1 ‘.9 1 9.9 1 44.2
I 54 .5  I 44.4 I ~O .3 1 14.3 1 100 .0 1 37.5 1
I 21.6 1 5.2 1 3.9 1 1.3 1 1.3 1 3.9 1

C OI. ’J MN 
—I— — — 15 . 7 1 8 77

TOTAL 48.1 11.1 19.5 9.1 7.3 10.4 1 /713.3

= 11.01 DF = 5 P = 0 . 05  GAM4A = -0 . 4 2

SI M I L A R  TO THE SO4IET INTEREST STAT EMENT , THE STATEMENT

THAT WA R SiW PACT SCIENT ISTS OPENLY DISCUSS EXPERIMENTS WAS

MET W ITH STRO NG (60 1) DISAGRE E MENT, 33~ NOT KNOWING OR
HAVING MO OPINI ON AND THE REMAI NDER AGREEING. AS CAN BE

SEEN BELOW ONLY 51 CF THOS E WHO HAD RES PONCED FELT THAT THE

SCIENT ISTS DID OPENLY DISCUS S EXP ER IMENTS. OF THO SE

DISAGR EEING, 431 HAD NUT HAD CONTACT, WHEREAS 571 HA C HAD
CONTAC T.

01 SCOS S
COUNT 1

ROW PCI ISTRCNGLY MILDLY A 74(3 OPI N I SO M EWH A T M’ L O L Y 0 ST~~fll4f.LY 911w
COL PC? I A&R E5 GR EF OJi OISA GR C ISAGD FE OISAC.48 TOIAL
b i R C h  1. 1 2 1  4 1  9 1  ~ 1 7 1

CONT AC T? ———————1————— I———————1 1—————— I 
0 1  I I  2 1  ‘ C I  3 1  9 1  8 1  ~ ‘NJ I 2.4 I 4.8 1 47.6 I 7.1 1 19.0 1 14.0 I ~5 ’25.3 I 66.7 I 90.0 1 75.0 I 5?. 1 1 30.’

1 1.3 I 2.6 1 26 .3  1 3.9 1 17 . 9 1 10.5 
——I 1———————— 1 ———————1

1 1 3 1  1 1  5 1  I I 6 1  1 9 1  ‘4
YES. ~ (TM ~~f CM 1 8.8 I 2.9 7 14 .7 1 2.6 1 17 .6 I 52 . 0 I ,4 .7

1 75.1) I 33.3 1 ‘.0.0 1 25. ’ I 4~~. 4  I p9 .’ I
1 3.9 1 1.3 I 6.6  I 1.3 I 1.9 I ‘~.1 I

—f I——— I I 1 1 1
• C OLUMN 4 3 23 - 4 14 26 ‘~TOTAL 5.3 3.5 32 .9 3.3 13.4 34.’ 13’ .’

X* — 14 .79  DF = S P — 0.0113 GM44A = 0 . 4 3
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W HEN ASKED TO GIVE 4N OPINION ON THE POSiTIVE STATEMENT

THAT THE USS R IS PROGRESSING LOGICALLY I N  THE STUDY OF
PARAPSYCHCLOGY THERE WAS LITTLE AGR EEM ENT . TWENTY—SIX

PERC ENTAGE AGREED W ITH 202 DISAGREEING AND 541 NOT KNO WING

OR NOT HAVING A N OPINI ON. NO CROSSTABULATICNS COULD ACCOUNT

FOR THIS TC ANY SIGNIFICANCE. HOWEV ER , jT SHOULD BE POINTED

OUT THAT NEARLY TWICE AS MA NY “BELIEVER S” AGREED WI TH THE
STAT EMENT CF SOVIET PROGRESS THAN THOSE DISAGREEING WITH IT.

IT APPEARS THAT MANY OF THE RES PONDENTS ARE UNAW ARE OF THE

METH OD S CF RESEARCH BEIN G CARRIED JUT IN THE SO VIET UNION.

FURT HER RESEARC H IS NEEDED BUT WITH THE RATHER INCO P’SISTENT

RESULTS RECEIVED TO DATE, IT MAY BE THAT NO ONE iS SURE WHAT

THE LOGICAL APPROACH iS TO PARAPSYC HOLOG6t. IT IS SUSPECTED

THAT THIS TOPIC OF CURR ENT DEBATE WILL EVENTUALLY BE SOLVED

B Y  THE “20/20 HINDS IGHT” METHCO .

THIS NEXT STATEMENT GAVE SOME HEAVILY WEIGH TED RESULTS.

IN R E S PONSE TO THE NEGATIVELY WORDED STATEMENT THAT THE USSR

WOULD NOT USE PSI  A B I L I T I E S  ON THE U N I T E D  STATES A N t  O T H E R S

SH CULD THEY DEVELOP THE CA PAB IL ITY THE RESULTS WER E AS
FCLLCWS : 481 STRONGLY DISAGREED , 162 MILDLY DISAGREED , AND

51 SO ME ~ I- AT DISAGREED (TOTA L OF 691), WHILE 51 STRONGLY

AGRE ED AND 11 SOMEWHAT AGREED (61). WH i LE THERE WAS LITTLE
C O R R E L AT I O N  B E T W E E N  THE “S I~EE °” AND THE “GOATS ” FIVE OUT OF

THE EL EVEN DISBELIEVERS (45fl  DISAGREED WITH THE STATEMENT,
WHEREAS 45 OUT OF THE 64 BELIEVERS (761) CISAGREEC. SIMILAR-

LY, 26 OUT CF 42 OR 621 CF THOS E WHO DIC NOT HAV E CONTACT

WITH A WARS AW PACT SC IENTI ST DISAGREED AND 27 OUT OF 35 WHO

HAD HAD CONTACT ( 772) DI SAGREED. ThE REFORE, THOSE BELIEVING
THAT THE PHENO MENA EXIST ANC THOS E HAV INC HAD CONT A CT TEND
TO BELIEV E THAT THE SOVIET UN ION WOULD NCT HE SITATE TO USE

P S I  ABILIT IES IF THEY DEVELOPED THE CAPABILITY.

IN A SI MILAR STLLDY AT THE UNI VERSITY OF C A L I F O R N I A AT
DA VIS REGARDI NG THE POTENTIAL NEGAT IVE US ES OF PSI, DR.

CHARLES 1. TART POLLED 13 FULL ME MB ERS OF THE PARAPSYC HOLOG—

• ICAL ASSOCIAT ION WHO HAD BEEN ACTI VELY ~IOR KI NG A N D

PUBLI SHING IN THE FIELD FCR THE L AST FIVE YEARS . IN HIS
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V.’

FIRST QUESTION:

“HOW STRONGLY DO YOU BELIEV E THA T PSI ABILITIES MIGHT
POTENTIALLY BE USED iN ThE FUTURE IN 8 PRACTICALLY USEFUL
WAY FOR ESPIONAGE AND MILITAR Y INTELLIGENC E A C T I V I T I E S ? ” 1 2

HE A S S L!~ED VERY LAR GE A M O UNTS OF MONEY AN C  SCiENT IFIC MAN-

PO WER. THE RESPONSE CATEGORI ES WERE “IMPOSSIBLE, ”

“UNLI KELY ,” “POSSIBLE,” “LIKELY ,” AND “CERTAIN. ” OF THE 13

RESPONDENTS, NO ONE CON S ICEREC THAT USE IMPOSSIBLE OR

UNLIKELY. FOUR CONSIDERED IT POSSIBLE , FIVE LIKELY, ANC THE

REMAINING FOUR CONSIDERED IT CERTAI N. NO MENTION OF “WHO”

W OULD BE LIKELY TO USE PSI ABILITIES, SO ONE MUST ASSUM E
POSSIBLE USE BY THOSE WITH THE C A P A B I L I T Y .

IT APPEAR S THAT ACCORDING TO TWO SE PA ’ATE SOURCES OF

INFORMAT ICN, EXPERT S GENERALLY BEL I EV E THAT AT LEAST SOME

MILITARY APPLICAT IONS M4 ~ BE POSSIBLE IN THE FUTURE.

IN RESPON SE TO THE DECLASSIFIED DIA DOCUMENT CST—1810S—

38 7—75, “SOV I ET AN D CZECHCSLOVAKIAN PARAP SYCHOLOGY RESEARCH”

WHERE 4 STAT EMENT WAS MADE THAT THE SOVIET ‘JNION COULD

DEVELOP “PSYCHI C WEAPONS” WITHIN TEN YEARS, THE FCLLCW1NG

STATEMENT WAS POS~~O TO THE RE S P~JNDENTS. “THE WARSAW PACT

NATIONS WILL HAV E THE CAPABILITY OF USING PARAPSYCHOLOGY TO

THEIR AD V AN TAGE WITHIN 10 YEARS. ” WHI LE THE MAJORITY CF 3 1
(411) GAVE NO JPINICN OR DIDN’T KNOW , 252 AGREED TO VARYING

DEGREES ~NC 341 DISAGREED, MOSTLY “STRONGLY. ” IN ADDITION ,

THERE WAS A STR ONG CORRELATION BETWEEN THE “SHEEP” AND

“GOATS,” WHERE Tt+E CHI SQUARE ACHIEVED WAS SIGNIFICANT TO

THE 11 LEV EL. ONLY 221 OF THE “ BELIEVERS” DISAGREED WITH THE
STAT EM ENT AND 301 OF THEM AGRE ED. ALL ELEV EN OF THE “GOATS ”
DI SAGREE D W ITH THE STATEME NT. THE BREAKCCWN APPEARS ON THE

FOLLO WING PAGE.

12 CHARLES T. TART, “4 SUR VEY (iF EXPERT OPINION ON POTEN-
TIALLY NEGATI VE USE S OF PSI, U.S. GOV ERNMENT INTERE ST IN PSI
AND T H E LEV EL OF RESEARCH FUNDING OF THE FIELD, ” PA PE R PRE—
SENTED 4T 1978 ANNUAL MEETING OF THE PARAPSYC HOLOGICAL
ASSOCIA T iON, ST. LOUIS, 9—12 AUGUST 1978.
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.~C T  I , UC . O L I  ~ 1U5Ly 6 Sf l 4 E~~NA 1  MC O P I N I  SflME,.MAT i I L L L Y  0 STMOMr.LY Rrl W( CI. ?tT I ~~ I L~~(5 4oRE~ ON DISAC RE ISAG.. Ec CISAGR E Tfl~ A Lr...T ..CT I I I 2 1 3 I ~ I S I , I 1 I

- I I  • 7 7 !  ~3 I 3 0 1  S I  3 1  6 1  63.(CLIF9E I ~~~ I 1.1.1 1 12.7 1 ~~~~ I 7 .9 I .s I 9.3 1 •7 .91~._ ... I I.. ...3 I 1JU. -J ‘ c~ .3 I 93.~ I 15.o I 37.5 1
I 10 .5 1 ‘9 . 5  1 ~ .ø  1 3 .4  I 7.9 1—I  — I — I —I ———I — 1——— — ———1—— — 2

- I I C l  0 1  1 !  0 1  C I I ‘•.~ .i. U . l . _ . . I ~~~ 1 u .o 1 0 .o  I IC.u 1 ) .0 1 0.0 I 50.0 I 2.6I I .~.u I o.0 1 3.2 1 o .C  I 0.0 I 6 .3  1t ~ .J  1 1.3 I .3 .0  I C.o 1.3 I

- 3 1 3 o I C 1~~~~~~~~~ ’~~~~~~~~~ L I  1I —~~~~ I ~~.. I 3.0 1 3 .3  I ~.1 I S.1 I j t . 6  1 14.I ~~~~~ I .3.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 16.7  I 25.0 1 56 .3 1I ~~.. 7 0 ..  I 3.0 1 3.0 I L.3 1 7 . 3  I 1.1.8 1—I I I I I I I I
7 31 6 4 16 16101 .1. ~.2 4 .2 13.5 4 0 .3  7 . 4  ~.I 2 1 . 7  1)0.0

= 33.86 DP 12 P — 0.0007 GA?+IA — 0.92

A N O T H E R  STRONG “NO OPINION” RESPONSE CAM E FROM ThE
STATEMENT THAT THE UNITED STATE S HAS THE LEAD IN THE STUDY

CF PARAPSYCHOLOGY . ALMOST 442 S T A T E D  “NO CFINION ” OR DIDN’T
KNOW WHILE 341 AGREED AND 221 DISAGREED.  A S  CAN BE SEEN
BELOW , THE LARGEST PORTION R~~SPCN OI N~ “NO OPINION” TO THE

STATE MENT OF US LEAC, HAD THE GREAT EST AMOUNT OF OP INION TO

A PREVIOUS STA T EMENT OF LOGICA L US PROGRESS IN PSI .

COO:,? I
~~ .,. - C T F , T - C  . . i v  P I L O L Y  A Sl ;NE,~i A T  ,~G 07’!MI SOM?ws*T MIL C LY 0 STRUN (LY ROw
~~~ P.~T I A0A ~ LORE? ON DISACRE ISAGMEE OISA GRE TOTAL
TIJI POT I 1 !  2 1  2 1  4 1  5 1  ~ 1 7 1

USLP4 ~’) I I I —I ——I—— ——— ——— I I
I I  1 1 1  I l  I I L I  I 1 1 10

S 1i..~ ,uLY A~~~P’L I 10.0 I 10.0 I 10.0 1 1.3.0 1 10.0 10.0 1 13.2
I ~c. I I 7 .7  1 10.0 I 23.3 1 13.3 1 7.7 ~.3 I
I . .c  1.~ 1.3 1 3.4 I 1 .3 1 1.3 1 1..~ I

— I —1 —— 1——————— 1 1
2 1  C !  3 1  2 1  0 1  C l  i i  3 1  11

4t LuiY ..3~ Eé I 0.3 1 ~5.5 I t~~.1 1 3.3 1 . 3 . 0  I 9.1 1 27.3 1 14.5
I 0~~, I 0 .0 1 3 .0 I 7. 7  I 13.0 1

I . ...  I c.~ I 2.6 1 3.) I 3.3 1 1.3 1 ~.9 I
— l I I I ——I I- 

~ . . 1  .3 ‘ I  U I  1 1  1 1  I I  S
S3s~ ...-aT A&1~~ t I u... 1 0 .0 1 .0.3 I 0.) I 20. 3 1 20.0 I 20.3 1 6.6

I C . C  I 2 .3  I N.J I .3.3 1 23. 0 I 7. 1 I 4 .3
I 7 . 0  I ..G I .. 1 3.0 1 1.~ I 1.3 1 1.3

— I  1 I I I 1 I I
4 1  I 7 1  4 1  5 1  3 1  6 !  8 1  33

113 JP II.1-I, I . .o I 27 .2 I 1’ .l I 15. 2 I ~.I 1 13. 2 1 24. 2  I 4 3 .4
1 0 . 3  I 33.~ I ‘0.0 3 1.5.6 1 60.0 1 44 .2  I 34 .â  I
I ~.C I ‘.2 I 9 .3  1 ~~~ 1 3.9 1 1.9 I 1.3.5 1

—I 1 1 I I 1 — — I  1
5 1  0 7  3 1  0 1  0 1  0 1 0 1  2 1  2

~~~~~~~~ 0I~~~0~ E I 0 . 1 .  I ~.0 I U.) I 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.0 1 103.0 I 2.6
1 0 .0  1 ~ .0 1 0 .0 1 0 .3 1 0.0 I 0.3 1 8.7 I
I .... 1 0.0 1 3.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.0 1 2.6

— I — — — — — — — — I  I I I — —I 1— 
6 1  0 1  3 1  C I  I I  C I  2 1  3 1  6

M IL ) L 1  u I S A ~~~~~ I C.. I 0.0 I 0.0 I 16.7 1 0.0 I 33.3  I 50.0 1 7.9
1 0 .0 1 0 .0 I 0 .0 1 11.1 I 3.0 1 15.4 1 13.0 1
I C . i  I 0 .j  I 0.0 I 7 .3 1 0.0 I 2 .6 1 3.9 1

— (  I I I l — — — — — ’ — —— I — — I  I
7 1  1 !  3 1  I I  . 3 1  C l  2 1  S I  9

S I . . J NG LY 0ISL (. 8~ I i..i I 3.~ I 11.( I 3.0 1 3.0 I 22.2  1 55 .6 1 11.2
I .... I 10.0 I 0.3 1 o .0  I t9 .w 1 21 .7 1

I 1.1 I 0.0 I 1.3 I 3.0 I .3.0 I 1.6 I .6 I
—1 — l  I— — — — — — I  I — — 1  — — I  1

CCL UW N 1.3 70 9 5 13 23 76
77 1741 3.; 11.1 . 13.2 11.6 6.6 17.1 30.3 100.0

X2 
= 43.75 DF — 36 P = 0.1756 GN+IA = 0.37
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AS COULD HAVE BEEN EXPECTED, WH EN EXA MIN ING THOSE WHO

HAD WRITTEN FIV E OR MORE ARTICL ES T ENDED TO BELIEVE THAT THE

US HAS T HE LEAD IN THOSE STUDIES. TWENTY—ONE OR 2~~2 OF THE
RESPONDENTS FELL INTO THiS CATEGO RY OF FIV E OR MOPE ARTICL ES

AND BELIEViNG THAT THE US LEA DS , SIGNIFICANT BEYO ND THE 12
LEVEL .

I. Si

.‘L. ~C T  S T~~~~GLv P11.171.3 4 SOME WH AT NO OPINI St ’MEW~14T MIL I3LY 0 5T~ 0IJrL3 ROW
LLL P1.T L..~~ b- 7- ,RE~ - 4TIR?1 Cr. 171540P E 134CR?? CISAC,RE TOTAL T(~, I~CT 1 I .~ I 1 4 • 5 1 6 1 7 1w~( ,  I... .c~ 1 I I —1 I I I

ONE IC PCuR 
I 

~~~ 5 .~ 1 2.~ ~ t 2.~8 I ~~~~~~~ I 3.~ I 49
3

32 i .C 1 1 .8.3 1 30.0 I 11..) I 100.0 1 83.3 1 33 3 I1.1  1 2 . 1  I 1.4 1 2 0 . 1  I 1.4 1 ~.8 1 4.1. I I I I———— — — — —I — — 1  I I.1 _ E i  4 1  4 1  9 1  3 1  1 1  6 1 37) ~~~~ ~ P . c  I 2 s . 3  I 10.8 1 24 .3  I 0.0 I 2. 1 1 1.6.2 1 50.7
~~~~~~~ I o~~.à 1 40.0 1 25.3 1 0.0 I Ic .?  1 66 .7 I11.0 1 12 . 3  1 5.5 1 12 .3 1 0.0 1 1.4 1 8. 2 1 

I I I 1 I I ICC LI ’~ ~C 11 . 5 31. 1 6 9 73I~~ILL I : . 3  35.3 6.8 “2.3 1.4 8.2 1.2.3 1.03.0

= 19.96 DF = 6 P = 0.003 GPJ~t4A = -0.43

ON T H E  ISSJE OF WHETHER OR NOT THE US SHOULD USE PSI
ABILITIES ON WA RSAW PAC T NATI ONS IF WE CEVELOPED THE CAPA-

BILITY , THE NEGATIVELY WORDED STAT EM ENT TI-AT WE SHOULDN’T

USE IT GAVE THE FOLLOWING RESULTS . TW E NTY—FIVE PERCE N TAGE
STRONGLY AGREED WITH A TOTAL OF 421 AGREE ING AND 4O~
DISAGREEING, FAIRLY EVEN. WHEN TABULAT ED AGA INST THE

STATEMENT THAT THE SOV IET UN ION WOU LDN’T USE ~ SI A B I L I TI E S
ON WESTERN NA TIONS, IT DEVELOPS A SKEW. N I N E T E E N  OF 76
RESPONDENTS ( 252) STATED THA T WHI LE THEY THOUGHT THAT T HE US

SHOULDN’T USE PSI ‘ IiEY FELT THAT THE SOVIET UNION WOULD .

THOSE 23 (37U STAT iNG THAT THE US SHOULD USE PSi ALSO FELT
THAT THE USSR WOULD, IF EITHER DEVELOPED THE CAPABILI TY .

CNLY FIVE PERCENTAGE BELIEVED IN THE PSYCHIC EQU IVALENT TO

“MUTUAL ASSURED DESTRU CT ION” BY STATING THAT THE US

“SHOULON ‘T” AND THE USSR “Wd !JLDN ’ 1.” THE BALANC E WE RE “NO

OPINI ONS” ON ONE OR BOTH VARIABLES. NO ONE FELT THAT THE US

“SHOULC” YET THE SOV IETS “WOULDN’T.”

SOME VERY STR ONGLY BIASED RETURNS WER E NOTED ON THE

RINAL STATEME NT THA T THE UNI TED STATES GOVERNMENT SI-CULD

BECO ME INVOLVED IN THE STUDY OF PAR APSYCI-CLOGY . FIFTY—SIX

PERC ENTAGE “STRONGLY” AGR EED WIT H A TOTAL CF 831 AGREEING TO
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VARYING DEGREES AND 151 DISAG REEING. ONLY ONE RESPONDENT
DIDJ’T HAVE AN OPINION . THE TWO TABLES BELOW REENFORCE THOSE

BELIEFS. IN CROSSIABULATION BET WE EN THE “SHEEP” AND “GOATS ”
THE DA TA SUGGESTS A STRONG REL AT iONSHIP WELL BEYOND THE 1~
LEVEL CF SIGNIFICANCE.

1.S INVUL
CUul.T I

‘1... -LI I S 1~~C t ( . LY  P I L C L Y  A SI7M FWI467  NC OPINI SOMEWHAT N I L C L Y  0 ST RO NG LY ROW
L ( L  I L T  1 ~~~~~~ (.~ 4 3 4 C . R t ?  C~. 0I~~AGR? I S A O R E I  015 € T O T A L
1Cr -LI 1 1 1 2 I 3 I 4 1 1. 1 5 I 7 I

o O L 1 E V E  1 I I I I— — —- —— ——— I 1 I
— 1 . 1  I .~~~~ 1 ~ ? I 1 1  2 1  65
i~~L 1 F V E  I ~~~~~ I .,.~ 1 12.? I 0.0 1 3. .  1 1.5 1 3.1 I e3. 3

I ~~ . ?  I 1~~0 .U 1 66. 1 I 0.0 I ~ 0.0 I 100.0 1 33 .3  I
I 5 5 . 1  I .1.1. 1 10.3 1 0.] I Z.~~ 1 7 .3 I 2.6 I

—I 1 t — — — — — — — I I I —— I I
1 1  0 ~ C I  7 !  1 1  C I  3 1  0 1  2MG UFl:I ICII I i... I 0.0 1 5.3.0 I !Q•3 I 0.0 1 C.0 1 0.0 1 2.6

I 0.0 I U.u 1 3 .3  I ICO.0 I 0.0 1 3.0 I 0.0 1
I .u I U.U I 1.3 1 1.3 1 0.0 1 3.0 1 0.0 I

—I I I I I 1 — — 1—  I
~ 1 1 1  C I  3 1  0 1  3 1  3 1  4 1  11.

IIISD~~L l E V I .  I ~~. 1 1 U.u I 7.1 1 0.0 1 2 7 . 3  I 3.0 I 36.4 1 1.4.1
I 2 .3  1 0.0 1 25 .0  I 0.0 1 60.0 I 0.0 1 66.? 1
1 1.3 1 0.. 1 1.8 1 0.0 1 3.8 1 0.0 I 5.1 I

—I 1 I I I ——I ——I—— I
CCI.UMN 4.. 9 12 1 5 1 4 78
TOT AL 56.4 11 .5 1.5.4 1.3 6 .4  1.3 7.7 100.0

= 71.99 DF = 12 P<0.0001 GAM~tE’~ = 0.64

A SI M ILAR RELAT IONSHIP EX ISTED FOR THO SE HAVING HAD

CONTACT WITH W A R S A W  PACT SCIENTISTS AS SEEN BELOW.

US IN V C L
COUNT I

R (Ib. PCI ISTMO ;,G1.Y M I L O L Y  4 S 17MFWH~~T ~lr, r) PTN1 SrlMtb~H8I ~ILr1.LY 0 ST~ rIMCLY ~‘•1~.CCL PCI I 408€? GRE’ 6681? iN 0194 C R? 1 5 46 ~~ C1 r , 1S8C ~~ T r’T .i_
b i R C h  1 1  2 1  3 1  4 1  5 1  6 1  7 100 I T A C7? —————— —— I I I I — — — — — — — — I  I I I

0 1  1 . 3 1  7 1  1 . 1 1  1 1  4 1  I I  5~~~~NO I 3fl.2 1 14.3 I ‘S.s 1 2.? 1 Q~~3 1 2 .3 1 14. ’ 1 55.11 29.5 I 71.8 1 8!.7 I 1017.73 1 81 .0 1 1I31.~1 I ~~~~~~ I
1 16.7 1 9.0 1 1...1 1 1.3 I 5.1 I ‘ .3 1 - 

7 . 7  I 
I I 1 I I I

1 1  3 1 1  2 1  1 . 1  1 7 ?  I I  -0 !  ~ IYES. WI TH &NE (18 I 88.6 I 5.7 I ‘.9 1 3.3 1 ‘ .17 t 1.17 1 3.’ 7 44•17
1 70.5 I 22.2 I 8.3 1 0..) 1 21.0 I 0.73 I I . ’ I1 39. 7 I 2.6 I 1.3 1 3.0 1 1.3 1 0.73 1 3.0 1

— 1———— —— — I I 1 1 ——I I— I
COLUMN 44 17 1.2 1 5 1.
TOTAL 5t.. 11.5 15.4 1.3 6.4 1.3 7.7 111.3

= 27.75 DF = 6 P = 0.0001 G.AIvMA = -0.86

FOR THE FINAL SECTION, THE FREQUENCIES OF T~E SUBJECT OF
INFO RMATION THA T WAS REQUESTED JR EXC HA NGED IS PRESENTED.
APPE NDI .~ E SHOWS THE BREAKDOWN OF THE REC LESTS ANC EXCHANGES
THAT THE RESPONDENTS COMPLETED. THOSE SUBJECT S ON T HE
C UEST LC NNALRE RECEIVING A T OTAL JF THREE OR LESS WE RE NOT

INCLUDED IN THE CHART. RESPONSES CODED “FOUR” WH ERE INFORMA-
TION ~AS ONLY REQUE STED BY THEM AND G I V E N  eui NOT RECEIVED

IN RE’UR N HAD THE HIGHEST R~ 5P~)N5~ RATE.  THE SEC OND HIGHEST,

CODED “S IX” INDICATED THAT THEY HAD REQU ESTED INFOR MATION ,
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RECEIVED JI AND RETURNED INFORM AT ION IN R ETURN . (THE ACTUAL

SEQU ENCE NOT KNcWN ). THE DAT A SHOi4S THAT THEIR “OFFICIALLY ”

SANCTIONED STUDIES CF CLA IRVCYANCE , PSYCHOKINESIS, TELEPATHY

PRECOGNI~~ICN, PSYCHIC HEALING AND PSYCHIC PHOTOGRAPHY RANK

HIGH AMCNG THE REQUESTS AND EXC HAN3ES. ONE A R E A  THAT HAS

SOME OF THE GREATEST POTENTIAL FOR ESPLCNA GE , THAT OF R E M O T E
VIEWING OR OBE, SHOWS NO RECEIPTS OF INFC R MAT I ON FRCM ANY

WARSA W PACT NATICN, ONLY REQU ESTS .

SEVERAL COM MENTS RECEIVED INDICATED A FRUSTRATION ON T H E

PA RT OF THE US RESEARCHER AS HE JR SHE H A t  R E C E I V E C  L ITTLE

CR- NC COOPERATI CN IN OBTAI N IP~G INFORMAT ION FROM THEIR SOViET

COUNT ER PARTS. THIS CAN BEEN SEEN IN THE DATA . PERHAPS SOME-
ONE MA~y DRAW SOM E  OTHER CONC LUSI ONS OR INFERENCES FROM THIS
SET OF DATA.
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A PPENDIX A - THE Q U E S T I O N N A I R E

NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL

Monterey. Cilifornia 93940

This questionaire is part of a thesis survey being conducted by
LT James D. Bray , USN at the Naval Postgraduate School as partial
fulfillment of the requirements for the dea’~ee of Master of Arts
in National Security Affairs .

The purpose of this study is to ascertain the subjects , frequency
and degree of information exchanged between U.S. and Warsaw Pact
scientists concerning the field of parapsychology and thereby
produce an independent and objective evaluation of the magnitude
of interest generated in this field . By polling you and approx-
irnately 200 of your colleagues who have similarly authored articles
or books on this field , an assessment can be made on how much and
how of ten inf ~irmation is being exchanged on this highly controver-
sial subject.

The term parapsychology, as used here , refers  to the statistical ,
psychological and physiological aspects of unusual (paranormal)
mental perception or influence between living organisms and the
surrounding environment without the mediation of thc known sense
organs or of presently identified energy-transfer mechanisms .

Therefore, it is vital to the completion of this thesis that you
take a few minutes of your time to complete this questionaire and
ensure that the results will be representative and significant.

What you answer to any question will be kept STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL
and will be handled as privileged information . DO NOT SIGN YOUR NAME.
Completed questionaires will be tabulated and analyzed by the
candidate and only summaries will be reviewed in providi~~ the
needed information.

Will you please mail the completed questionaixe in the attached
envelope within a week? If you desire a copy of the results , write
your name and address on a separate piece of paper and either
include it in the envelope or send it under separate cover.

Thank you for your assistance.

James D. Bray

LT James D Bray Code 53 Louise
Naval Postgraduate School
Monterey, CA 93940



Please indicate your major area of parapsychology interest _____

OF THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS CHECK THE BOX THAT MOST APPLIES . IF IT
DOES NOT APPLY , LEAVE IT BLANK .

1. During what period have you been actively involved in para-
psychology? (CHECK AS MANY AS APPLY)

~~~Before 1940 L/1941—50 L/1951—60 L,J1961—65 L./1966—70

1971-75 L.,11976-present

2. How many articles have you had published that dealt with some
aspect of parapsychology ?
LJNone LJOne L../Two L..JThree ~~/Four L/Five L16-l0 Li> 10

1 2 3 5 6

3. How many books have you had published that dealt primarily
with parapsychology?

L~/None Lr
/One L.../Two L~JThree LVFour L~J>Four

4. When was your first article or book published?

- - 
LJBefore 1940 L.J194l—50 L/1951—60 L /1961—65 J1966—70

4/1971—75 L,
Jl976—~ resent

5. What is the source of your knowledge in parapsychology ?

L1
JForma1 study LjLayman pubs/newspapers L~JPersonal scientific

experimentation L~JBooks by parapsychologists 
JScientific

journals L./Other_______________________________________________

6. Have you ever been in contact (in person or by correspondence
or phone) and discussed any aspect of parapsychology with any
citizen or scientist of a Warsaw Pact country? (CHECK AS MANY
AS APPLY)

~~~No L1
JYes , Soviet Union L/Czechoslovakia L~./Bulgaria

L.~/Poland L5./East Germany L/Other

7. Refering to the question above, when were you in contact with
them? (CHECK AS MANY AS APPLY)

~~~Before 1940 Lr
/l94l

~
SO L~Jl95l—60 L.~I1961 65 L/196670

L./1971—75 L/l976—~ resent
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________ 
-- ..

PLEASE ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS TO THE BEST OF YOUR BELIEF .
PLACE THE NUMBER THAT CORRESPONDS TO YOUR ANSWER IN THE BOX AT
THE RIGHT OF THE QUESTION .

STRONGLY AGRE E = 1, MILDLY AGRE E = 2 , SOME WHAT AGREE = 3 ,
NO OPINION = 4 , SOMEWHAT DISAGRE E = 5 , MILDLY DISAGRE E = 6 ,
STRONGLY DISAGREE = 7

8. I believe that psychic phenomena (in general) exist
and it is only a matter of time before consistent
positive results can be obtained.

9. The Soviet government is not interested in the
field of parapsychology .

10. The Warsaw Pact nations and the U.S. should exchange
more information on experimental findings in this field.L...J

11. Warsaw Pact scientists freely and openly discuss all
aspects and findings obtained through scienti f ic
experimentation. L._J

12. The U.S. is progressing in a logical and reasonable
manner in obtaining reliable experimental results .

13. The Soviet Union is progressing in a logical and
reasonable manner in obtaining reliable experimental

• results.

14. The Soviet government would not use parapsychology!
psychic means to their advantage over the U.S. and
others, should they develop the capability .

15. The Warsaw Pact nations will have the capability of
using parapsychology to their advantage within 10 years.L.J

16. The U.S. has the lead in the study of parapsychology . L.../
17. The U.S. should not use parapsychology/psychic means

to our advantage over the USSR and others , should we
develop the capability.

18. The U.S. government should allocate resources and
become involved in the study of parapsychology .
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OF THE FINAL THRE E QUESTIONS , PLEASE CHECK ALL ITEMS THAT RELATE
TO PA.RAPSYCHOLOGY RELATIVE TO THE INF ORMATION EXCHANGED OR REQUESTED
BY WARSAW PACT CITIZENS/SCIENTISTS DURING THE PERIOD OF CONTACT .

(P LEASE ANSWER ONE QUESTIO N AT A TIME )

19.What was the nature or subject of information requested by them?

20.What was the nature or subject of information given to them?

21.What was the nature or subject of information received from them?

C . .
0’ ~~LU ~ LU > C.)

LI L..../ 
Myotransfer 4.~j 4,j 4.j Psychic Photograp hy

J~ ’ /~
/ 4.~/ 

Bioplasma /~ ‘ /~/ 4?/ Psychok in es i s (PK )
4,.j /~.j LS Cla i rvoyance 4/ 1

~~ 4/ Biological Comunications

41 /~/ ç~i Electromagnetics /~/ /~/ 4~ 
UFO ’s

4/ 4/ 4~
.j EEG td 4/ 1~

/ Neu romusc u la r Res ponse

45/ 45/ 45/ Kirlian Photography 45/ 4~/ 43J General Psychology

4’/ ‘a’/ 4./ Thought Control 4/ 4~/ 4/ Psychotron 4c Generators

/~/ ~~ 45/ Physiology 4/ 4/ 45/ Subliminal Suggestion

4~ ~~ 45/ Gene ral ESP ( GESP ) 4,,! 4/ 4~/ Researc h Centers

4,/ 4,1 4,/ Qua n tu m Phys ics 
~ 4.5/ 4/ Military Aspects/Information

4-it 4•I 4./ Cybernetics 4,1 4,1 4.5/ Political Considerations

4,1 47/ 47/ Dowsing (Biophysical Effects , BPE)

4.5/ 4.5/ 47/ Radionics 4/ L5/ L~/ Theoretical Concepts

4.5/ 4.5/ 4.5/ Precognition 
4.~/ L

~
J /~/ Experimental Results

4.5/ 4.3/ 4.3/ Galvan ic Sk i n Res ponse (G SR )

47/ 4.5/ 47/ Low Frequency Waves (ELF , VLF)

4../ 4./ 47/ Psychic Healing/Surgery 4,1 /~/ 4,1 Quantitative Information

47/ 4.5/ 47/ Mi togenic Radiation 45/ 45/ 45/ Qualitative Information

4_~/ 47/ 47/ Gravi tation/Gravimetri cs 45/ L,/ /~ / Practical Applications

4/ 4/ 47/ Autogenic Training 45/ 43/ 43/ Current Research Techniques

4./ /7~/ 47/ Hypnosis 45/ 45/ 45/ Religious Philosophy

/~,/ 47/ 47/ Remote Viewing (Out of Body , OBE)

47/ 4._~/ 47/ Plethysmograph 45/ 45/ 4,/ Historical Information

4/ 4.,/ 4.~/ 
Sensory Shielding 4/ 45.1 L~/ Budgetary Information

4.~/ 47/ ~~~ Psychomotor Response 45/ 45/ 45/ Research Personalities
w w /75/ Telepathy 47/ 47/ 47/ Bibliographies

47/ 47~ 47/ Sub l imi nal I deomotor Res ponse (SIR)

4~J ~ J 4.~J Dermo-optics/Oermal Vis Li LI LI Other________________________

LI LI LI Other
_________________________
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YOUR COMMENTS AND/OR RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING THIS QUESTIONAIRE WOULD BE

GREATLY APPRECIATED. ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUCH AS NAMES AND/OR ADDRESSES

OF FOREIGN (I.E. SOVIET/CZECH) PERSONALITIES OR RESEARCH CENTERS WOULD GREATLY
AID IN THIS RESEARCH.

Name :______________________________ Name :_______________________________

Position :___________________________ Position :___________________________

Address: 
- Address :____________________________

Name :________________________________ Name:________________________________

Position :____________________________ Position :____________________________

Address :____________________________ Address :____________________________

COMMENTS :_____________________________________________________________________
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APPEND IX B — SOU RC E PERIODICALS

OV ER 75~ CF THE NAMES CA ME FROM THE FOLLOWING PERIODICA LS :

4Ou~~N~ I-. QF ThE AM F~.LC&N SOCIETY FOR PSYC H ICAL RES EA!C11
JQU p~aL OF P4RAP SYC~~ LOGYJOURNA L OF TH~~ S OC I ET Y  FOR PSYC HICAL R E S EA R C H
PARA PSYcHOL OG Y ~E~ IEW

NEARLY 18~ WERE ~SO~~ TH E F O L L C W I N G :

PRO C~~~PINGS QF T HE SOC IETY FOR P S Y C H I C A L  RES EARCH
J~~JRN~~ OF COMML%~ICATION

~~~~~~~N~~T IDNA L 4CURNAI~ OF NEURO P$Y C H IA T RY
INTERN AT IONAL JOUR~4AL ~F ~ARAP SYCHOLQGYPERCgpTuA ~ A NO MITO R S K I
JOURNAL Q-~ N~~~VOU~ AN ?) U~~~4 AL DISEAS E
P S Y C H O L OGY
R~ S EARCt1 IN PA RAPSYCH OL OGY
PsYCHOLCaIcAL REPORTS
PSYCt~~LCGY TIOAYJ Q U R ~~~ 1. ~F ~~ FERP’ENTAL 

AND SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY
HAV ~~OR4L. NZ C.JROP5Y~ HIATR Y

JOURNAL iF A ENOR MA L 2 S Y ~~F~LOGY

8301(5 A NC THE FC LLOW PI G PROV ICED T HE REMAINING 7~~:

JQURN4L OF PERSON AL AND SOCIAL. PSYC HOLOGY
,J~~~RN~~ ~~F THE AM ERICAN SOGIETY OF PS Y c ~ JS OMATI C DENT ISTRY
AN A 1~~I N ~
~1QURNA L~~F ~~~ A T IV E  BEHAV IIR
aS~ cH~~4 NA LY Ic ~ Ey1F’,~&M~ P-~~~AN JOURNA L. Cr CLINICAL HYPN OSIS
.A!1URN~~ OF hLiMANI STI (~ ~SY(~HpL

’1r,Y

~i1URN~ t. CF C~~NTEMF ;RARV PSYCHOTHERAPY
P~~~TDSA L pSy~ HOLoGYPSY C h ~~E NERGEL IC S Y S T EM S
NAT L’R~PSYCH)L~GIC A.L REP~ RTSCL1J’~ICA L SOC I AL w .~ c JQ URN& L
JOURN .~L CF TRAN S PERSONAL PSYCHOLOGY
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APPENDIX C — DESCRIPTIVE AND SUMMARY STATISTICS 13

Mi NI MUM MAX IMUM AND RANGE — M INIMU M AN’) MAX IMU N DENOTE
THE SMALLES t AND LA P GEST VALUE OF 4 VARIABLE AMO NG ThE
SAMPL E CASES . TIl E RAN GE IS THE MINiMUM SU8TR~ CTE D FRO M TH E
MAX IMUM AND IS SUITABLE FOR ANY LEV EL OF MEASU REMENT .

MEDIAN — THE MECIAN IS THE MIDDLE VALU E OR THE ARIT H—
M~ TIC MEAN OF TWO MiDDL E VALUES ‘OF A SET CF NUMBERS ARRANGED
IN ORDER CF MAGN ITUDE. IN ThE SPSS PROGRAM, IT WAS ASSUMED
THA T THE ORIGINAL MEASUREMENT ON THE VARIABLE WA S CCNT I~1UO U S
AND INTERVAL—LEVEL BUT GROUPE D INTO CATEGORIES, BEING
COMPUTED EY INTER POLAT ION . IF THE VALUES WERE -JRD INA L , WHICH
THEY hER E FOR THE MOST PA RT IN THIS STU CY , THE MEDIAN HAD TO
BE DETERMINED BY US IN~G T H E  CU MU L A T I V E  PE R C E N T A G E S  TC LOCATE
THE CATEGORY CON~ A I N L N G  THE M L O ~~ E CASE.

MEAN — OFT EN REFERRED TO AS THE “AV ERAGE ,” THE MEAN IS
THE MO ST COM MON MEASURE OF CENTRAL TE ND ENC Y FOR VARI AB LES
MEASURE. O AT THE iNT ERVAL LEVEL. IT IS DETERMINED BY THE
SUMMATION CF THE INC IV IDUAL VALUES FOR EACH CAS E DIVICED BY
THE NUM B ER OF VALID CA SES.

SKEWNESS — SKE W NE SS IS THE DEGREE OF ASYMMETRY CF A
DISTR IE’JT ION TO A NORMAL CURVE, MEA SURING DEVIA TION FROM
SYMMETRY. ALSC KNCWN AS THE THIRD MO MENT , A P P L I CA B L E TO
INTERVAL—LEVEL VA R IABLE S , IT ASSUME S A POSiTIVE VALUE IF THE
DISTRIBJTION IS SKEWED TO THE RIGHT V’—~ , A N E G A TI VE
VALUE I~ SKEWED TO THE LEFT ‘~~~~~ , AND ZERO IF S Y M M E T R I C A L
OR B ELL—SHAPED L’~’- • FOR SKEWED DISTRIBUTIONS THE MEAN
TENDS TO LIE ON THE SA ME SIDE ‘OF THE MOCE AS THE LONGER TAIL
OR MORE EXT REME CAS ES. 

-

KLR TOSIS — KURTOSI S IS THE DEGREE OF PEAKEDNESS OF A
CURVE , USUALLY T A K E N  ~EL4TIVE TO 8 NORMAL DISTRIBUTION. A
DISTRIBUTION HAVING A POSITIVE VALUE W ILL BE MOR E °EAKED OR
NARROw ER THAN A NOR MA L D ISTRIBUT I ON AND IS CALLED LE°T O—
KURTIC. A FLAT—TOPPED CURVE, TA KING ON A NEGATI VE VAL UE , IS
CALLED 7LATYKURTIC. THE MESOKURTIC , CR N CRMA L DIST PIEUTION ,
WILL TAKE ON A VALUE OF ZERO. KURTOSIS, CR FOURTH MOMENT
COEFFICIENT , IS APPL ICABLE FOP INTERVA L—LEVA L DATA .

1

‘3 NORMAN H. NIE AND OTHER S, Sp5 :~~ STA TISTICA L PAC KA ~ E
FOR THE SOCIAL SCI~~NcES, 20 ED., MC I,RAW—HILL, 1975.

a
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CHI—SCUARE — CHI—SQUARE IS A MEASURE OF THE DISCREPANCY
EX I S T I N G BETWEEN OB S E R V E D AND EXPECTED FREC’JENCIES CR IN
CTHE R WORCS, STAT ISTICAL SIGN IF ICANCE. EXPECTED F~~EQU~N C I E S
ARE COMPUTED BY DETERMINING WHAT WOULD BE EX PECTED JF NO
RELATION S I-IP EX ISTED BETWEEN THE VARIABLES. THEY ARE THEN
CO MPAR ED TO THE ACTUAL C R I T I C A L  VALUES FOUND IN A Cl-I—SQUARE
TABL E BASED ON LE VE L OF SIGNIFICANCE DESI R ED AND T HE CEG REES
OF FR EEDOM . THE G R E A T ER T H E  D I S C R E P A N C I E S  BETWEEN TH E
EXPECTED AND ACTUAL FRE QU ENCIES , THE LARGER CH I—S QUARE
BECOMES.  SOME DISCR EP AN C I E S  CAN SE REASONABL Y E X P E C T E D  DUE
TO CHANCE BUT LARGE DEVIATIONS, HIGH VALUES OF CH I— SQ UARE,
ARE RATHER UN LI KELY . TO DETERMINE lF AN ACTUAL RELATIONSH IP
EX ISTS OR IF THE VARIABLES ARE S T A T I S T I C A L L Y  INDEPENDENT,
ONE MUST LOOK AT THE PROBABI L ITY ‘OF OBTAININ G A GIVEN VAL UE
OF CHI—S QUARE PURELY BY CHANCE. THIS V A L U E  IS CO MP UT ED BY
THE S PSS PROGRA M. THE VALUE IS DEPENDENT UPON THE NUM8ER OF
CELL S IN THE TA B LE ,  OR DEGREES OF FREEDOM. IF A CHI—SQUARE
O F  62.76 WERE FOUND AND THE PROBAB ILITY CF OBTAINING THIS
VALU E WAS 0.0001 WE COULD CONCLUD E THAT A TABLE WITI- AS
LARGE A DEVIATION FROM EXPECTED FRE QUENCIES WOULD OCCUR BY
CHANCE IN ONLY ONE OUT OF 10,000 TRIALS. WE COULD ALSO CON-
CLUDE THAT A RELAT I CNSHIP DOES EXIST BETWEEN THE VARIABLES
BUT THE STRENGTH OF RELATICNSHI P MUST BE ASSESSED BY OTHER
TESTS.

CONT INGG’ICY COEFFICIENT — WHILE THI S IS A MEASU RE OF
ASSOCIATIO N BAS ED UPON CHI—S QUARE, ITS MAX IMUM VALUE BELO W
ONE DEPENDS UPON THE S IZE OF THE T A B L E .  T I - E R E F O R E ,  C N L Y
TABLES HAVING THE SAME NUMBER OF ROWS AND COLUMNS SHOULD BE
ANALYZED USING THIS MEASURE.

TAU C — T,4J C AND GAMMA A RE MEASURES OF ASS OCIATION
APPROPR IATE FOR TWO ORDINAL—LEVEL V A R IA BLES . THEY ARE BUILT
UPON A COMMON BASIS, THAT OF ORDERING THE VA RIABLES BY
CONSICESING EVERY PCSSIBLE PAIR OF CAS ES IN THE TABLE AN ) 3Y
CHECKING TO SEE IF THE RELATIVE ‘ORDERING Q F  EACH PAIR IS THE
SA ME ON THE FIRST VARIABL E (CONCORDANT ) AS THE RELA TI VE
ORDERI NG ON THE SECOND VARIABLE OR IF THE ORDERING IS
REVERSED ( ‘) ISCJRD A N f l .  TA U C IS MOST A P P R O P R I A T E  FOP
RECTANGUL A R TA BL ES A ND IS D E T E R M I N E D  BY D IV ID iNG THE DIF-
FERENCE BETWEEN CONCORDANT AND DISCCRDA NT PAIRS A DJU ST ED FOR
THE NUM B ER OF RO W S OR OLUMNS. IT TAKES ON THE VAL UE OF +~WHEN ALL CASES FALL ON THE MAJO ,~ DIAGON AL, — I FOR ALL C A S E S
FALLING ON THE MI NOR DIAGCNAL, OR ZERO (NO ASSOCIAT ION).

G A M M A  — WHI LE NOT TAK I NG INT O ACC OJ NT TH E T I E S  OR TA BLE
SIZE, GAMMA IS DETERMINED BY THE NUMBER OF CONCORDANT PAIRS
MIN US THE DISCORDAN T PAIRS DIVIDED BY THE SUM OF THE U N I T E D
PAIRS. IT HAS A POSITIVE VAL u E WHEN THE CCNCORDANT PAIRS
PREDOMINATE, A NEGATIVE VALUE WHE N THE DISCORDANT PAIRS PRE-
DOMINATE OR ZERO WHEN THEY ARE EQ~JAL . IN OTHER WO RDS, GAMMA
CAN P R O V I D E  THE P R O B A B I L I T Y  OF CORRECTLY GUESSING T HE ORDER
AND DIRECTION OF ORDERING OF A PAIR OF CASES ON ONE VARIA BLE
WHEN THE CRDERI NG OF THE OTHER VARIABLE IS KNOWN. GA ~ MA
RANGES FROM +1 TO —l DEPENDING UPON THE STRENGTH OF
RELAT IONSHIP.

a
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APPENDIX D - FREQUENCIES

PERIOD OF ACT IVE INVOLVEMENT

A B SOLUTE F~~~b~~
A?’

~ ~~~~~~~ 
CU
~~~

A
~~A~~

CATE GORY LABEL CODE FR E Q¼JE1 ~JCY (PERCEN T) (PE R CEN T) (PEACEM I)

>38 YEARS 1 6 7.6 7.9 1.9

EET WEEN 25—30 YI~S 3 4 5.1 5.s 13.2

BET WEEN 20—25 ‘rRS 4 6 7.6 7.9 21.1

BET WEEN 15—20 YRS 5 11 13.9 L4.~ 35.5

BET WEEN 10—15 YFS 6 10 12.7 13 .2 48. 1

8ET~ EEN 5—1 0 YR S 7 25 31 .6 32.9 81.6

eE TwEEN 1—5 YRS 8 14 17.7 18.4 1 00.0

REFUSED ANSWER 9 
— 

3 3.8 M ISS ING 100.0

TOT AL 79 100.0 100.0

F E P I O D  OF ~C T1V E INVO LVEM EN T

CODE
1 ******* 6)

I )38 YEARS
I
I

3 ***** ( 4 )
I BETWEEN 25—30 YRS
I
I

4 ~** * *$*  ( 6 )
I B ETwEEN 20—25 YRS
I

5 * * * * *4 $* * * *4  ( 1] )
I BETWEEN 15-20 YR S

I
6 * * * * * * * * * * *  ( 10)

BETwEEN 10-15 YR S

I
7 * *4 * * * * * * * * * * *4 * * ** * ** * * * *  1 25 )

I BETWEEN 5— 10 YR S
I
I

8 *44*4*$*$****4* 1 141
I BETnEEN 1— 5 YRS
I
I

ç •s** ( 3)
4MI SSZNG I I RE FUSED ANS WER

I. . . . . . . . . . . . . •. . . . I . . . . . . . . .1 . . . . . . . . .1 . . . . . . . . . I
0 10 20 30 43 50
F R E QU ENCY

MEAN 5.842 M EDI A N 6.540 KU RI OSTS 0.469
Ss EwI’IESS —1 .091 RANGE 1.000 MINI MUM 1.000
~~X I M UM 8.OOQ

V A L I D  CASES 76 M IS S ING CASES 3
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V 
ART ICLES NUMBER OF PARA PSYCH A R T I C L E S  PU6 IISHE D

ABSOLUTE F~~~~~ô~~
i?’
~ F dt1~~~~ ? 

~~~~~~~~~~~~
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREO UENC Y (PERCENT ) (PER CEN T ) (PE R CENT )

NONE 0 2 .2.5 2.6 2.6

ONE 1 19 24.1 24.4 26.9

TwO 2 9 11 .4 11 .5 38.5

THREE 3 6 7.6 7.7 46.2

FOUR 4 4 5.1 5.1 51.3

FIVE 5 5 6.3 6.’. 57~ 7

6—10 6 7 8.9 9.0 66.7

>TEN 7 26 32.9 33.3 100.0

REFUSED ANS WER 9 1 1.3 MISSI N G 100.0

TO1AL 79 100.0 100.0

NUMBER OF PAR AP SYCH ARIICLES PUBLIS HED

CODE
0 *** 1 2 1

NONE

1 ( 19)
I ONE

2 **4******* ( 9)
I TWO
I
I

3 * * * * * * *  1 6)
I THREE
I
I

4 4~~4$*  ( 4 1
I FOUR
I

5 ( 51
I F I V E
I
I

6 ******** ( 7)
1 6—10
I

7 ( 2 6 )
I >TEN
I
I

9 4 * (  13
(MISSiNG ) I REFUS EO AN SW ER

I...... .. .i.. .1*....... • I. • . ... . .  .1...... . . .1
0 10 20 30 40 50
FRE CUE N CY

MEAN 4.103 MEDI*N 4.250 KURTO SIS — 1 .707
SKEWNESS —0.088 RANG E 7.000 M iN I M U M  0.0
MAX I~~JM 7 .OCO

VALID CASES 76 MI S S I N G  CASES 1
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BOOKS NUMBER OF BOOKS PUBLISHED ON PARA P SYC H

A BS OLUTE F~~~~~~~~~~~ ’ 
D~U5~~~ CU~~~LA~~~~

C A T E G O R Y  LABEL CODE FR E QU E NC Y (PERCEN T) (PERCENT ) IP ER C , EN T )

N iNE 0 55 69.6 70.5 70.5

CNE 1 10 12.7 12.8 83. 3

ThO 2 4 5.1 5.1 U.S

Ih*EE 3 3 3.8 3.8

FOL~R 4 1 1.3 1.3 ~3.b

)FOUR 5 5 6.3 6.4 100.0

REFLSEC M .SWER 9 1 
- 

1.3 MISSING 100.0

TO 1AL 19 . 100.0 100.0

NUMBER OF BOOKS PUBLISHED ON P A R A P S Y C H

CODE I
0 4 $* *$ * * * *$ $* * *$ * * *9 * ~~ ******* ~~ ( 55)

I NONE

I
I **4* * *  ( 10)

I ON E
I 

V

2 *** ( 4)
I TWO

I
2 *** ( 3 )

I THREE
I

4 L(  1)
I FOUR

I
5 * *4*  ( 5)

I >FOUR

S $ * (  1)
( M i S S I N G )  I REFUSED Ats SW EI(I... . . • . . . . . . . .. . . . ~~. . . . . . . . .1 . . . . . . . . .1 . . .

0 20 4C 60 80 100
FR LOU ENCY

MEA N 0.716 MEDIAN 0.209 K URTOS IS 3.580
SKEwNESS 2.134 RANGE 5.000 MINIMUI ~ 0.0
MAXIMUM 5.000

V ALID CASES 78 MISSI NG CASES 1

4— .

- -~~~~ --- -V



- -

F ZR START PE R IOD FIR S I A R T I C L E  OR eOOK P’JBLISH (D

A BSOLU T E F 3 ~~A~~ ~~~~~~~~ 
CU SA~~~~~

C ATEGORY LA BEL CODE FRE QU ENCY (PERCENT ) (PERC E NT ) (PER CEN T )

BEFORE 1540 1 3 3.8 4.1 4.1

1941—5 0 2 4 5.1 S.’. 9.5

1951—60 3 12 15.2 16.2 25.7

1961—65 4 9 11.4 12.2 37 .8

1966—70 5 10 12.1 13.5 51.4

1971— 75 6 23 29.1 31.1 82.4

1976 ON 1 13 16.5 17.6 100.0

REFUSED ANSWER 9 5 6.3 MISSING 100.0

TC 1AL 79 100:0 100.0

PERIOt) FI RST ARTICLE OR BOOK PUBLISHED -

CODE
1 **** ( 3 )

I BEEC RE 1S4 C
I
I

2 ***** ( 4)
1941—50

i
3 * * *** ** * *$~~** 1 1 2 3

I 1551— 60
I
I

4 ********** ( 5)
I 1961—65
I
I

5 **4******** ( ici
1 1966—70

I
6 ******~~***** 4~~**~~4 * 4 * * **  ( ~~~)

1 1971—75
I
I

1 ************** ( 13)
1 1976 ON
I

5 1
( MISS i NG ) I REFUSED ANSWER

I
I...... . .. I  . I . . . ......t . . . • . . • . .1 . . . . . . . . . I
0 10 20 30 40 50
FR E QUEN CY

MEAN 4.852 MEDIAN 5.400 KU RI OSIS —0 .698
SKEWNESS — 0.575 RANG E 6.000 MINIMU M 1.000
MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 74 MISS ING C A S E S  5

48

V -- -- - -~ -- -- - -- -~~~~~ . .~~~- . - —— --. —-- --- ~~~~~



-— - -~ - -— ________________________________________________________

C ONTACT? HAVE D ISC USSED PS )  W I T H  W A R S A W  S C I E N T I S T

A B S O L U T E  ~~~~~~~~~ F d ~~~~? CU~~~~~AT~~~~
CATEGORY L A 6EL CODE F R E Q U E N C Y  ( PE R C EN T )  (P E R C E N T )  ( P E R C E N T)

NO C 44 55. 7 55. 7 55. 7

Y ES.  W ITH  CN~ OR MCRE 1 35 4 4 . 3  4 4 . 3  100. 0

T O T A L  79 100.0 100.0

HAVE DI SCUSSED PSI WITH WAR SAW SCIEN Ti ST

CODE

0 ******~~**~~~~$ *~~** * 44 4 * *4 * 4 * * * ** * *~~ *4  4 *a *4 I *a * *  ( 44)
I NO
I

I * * * * * * * ** * ** * * * * * * * * * ** * * * ** *~~~~~** * * *  ( 35)
I YES. WI T H  ONE OR MORE
I. I.. .1 I I . . .1
0 10 2 0 3 0 40 50
F R ECU EN CY

MEAN 0.443 ME DI A N 0.398 KU P TO S TS ~1.507
SKEWNES S 0.234 R A I % G E 1.000 MINIMUM 0.0
MAXIMUM 1.000

VAL ID C AS ES 79 MISS ING C A S E S  0

49
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W~iEN WHEN FIRST CONTACT W iTH UP SCIENTIST?

RE LA T IVE ADJUS TED C UMULAT !~~EABSOL UTE FREOU€ ~1CY FREOUEN CY AO J FRcO
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ UENCY (PERCENT ) (IER CENT ) (PERC ~ENTJ

1941—50 2 1 1.3 2.9 2~~9

1551—60 3 1 1.3 2.9 5.9 .•

1561—6 5 4 6 7.6 17.6 2~~.5

1966—70 5 4 5.1 11.8 35.3

1511—7 5 6 14 17.7 41.2 76.5

1S76 CN 1 8 10.1 23.5 100.0

REFL SE C A NS W ER 9 45  57.0 M I S S I NG  100.0

TOTAL 79 100.0 100:0

WHEN FIRST CONTACT WI TH UP SCIE )~4T I S T ?

CODE 
I

2 *~~~( 1)
I 194 1—50
I

3 1* ( 1)
I 1951—60

4 ** I**** 1 6)
I 1961—6~

5 ** 4 ** ( 4 )
t 19b~ —7O

6 * * * *S 4* * * * *I 4~~~ ( 141
I 1971— 75

7 ********* ( 83
I 1976 ON
I
I

9 ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ( 45)
(MISSING ) I R~~FUSEO ANSwER 

V

I
I . .. . . . . . . I . I I . . . . . . . . . 1 . . . . . . . . . I
0 10 20 30 40 50
FR E QU ENCY

MEAN 5.559 MEDIAN 5.857 KU RT O STS 0.376
SKEWNESS —0.9 15 RANG E 5 .000 MiNIMUM 2 .000
M A X I M U M  1.000

VALI D  CASE S 34 MISSING CASES 45

so

V - —_ V 
_ _ _ _ _



__________ -

~~1

B ELIE VE I BEL IEVE THAT PSI E X I S T S

RE L A T I V E  A Q~~t J S T E D  Cuf ~1VLA T
A 8 S O L U T E  FRt QIJL NCY FR~.0tJENIC Y A L~~ F

CATEGORY L ABEL CODE FREQU ENCY ~PERC E N T) (PER ~CE N T )  ( P ER C ( W T )

STRONGLY AGREE 1 43 54 .4  54.4 54.’.

MI L DLY AG R EE 2 9 11.4 11.4 65.8

SOMEWHAT AGREE 3 13 16.5 16.5

NO OPINION 4 3 3.8 3.8 86.1

SOMEW HAT OISAGREE 5 2 2.5 2.5 88.6

MiLDLY DISAGREE 6 4 5.1 5.1 93.7

STRONGLY DISAGREE 7 5 6.3 6.3 100.0

TOTAL 
— 

79 100.0 100.0

I BELIEVE THAT PSI EXISTS

CODE

1 * * ** * * * **Z * * *4 * * * *  ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ( 43)
I STRONGLY AGR E E

2 * ** * *44* * *  ( 9)
I MILDLY AGREE

I
3 * * * * *1** * *.’* *4  1 13)

I SQMt~W H A T  ~CREEI
4 **** C 3 )

I NO O P I N I O N
I

5 *** 1 2 )
SO M EWHAT D I S A G R E E

I
6 **4** ( 4 )

I MILDLY D I S A G R E E

7 ****** ( 5)
I SIRO NGLY DISA GR EE

I...... ... I.... .. . . .1. . . . . . . . .1...... . . .1.... . . . e  .1
C 10 20 30 40 50
FR ECU EN CY

MEAN 2.291 MECUN I.Al c KU I~TO SIS 0.94 3
SKEWNESS 1.42~ RAM ~,E 6.0CC MINIMUM 1.000
M A X I M U M  7.000

V A L I D  CASES 79 MISS iN G CASES 0
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SOV I NT TH E USSR. NOT I N T E R E S T E D  IN PA R A P S Y C H

A B SOLUTE ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
CU~~~~A~~~~~

CATEGGR ~ LABEL CUE FREC ~UENC~ ( P E R C E N T )  ( P E R C E N T )  CP~~P~CENTI

SOME WHAT AGREE 3 1 1.3 1.3 1.3

NO OPINION 4 9 11.4 11.5 12.8

SOMEWHAT DISAGREE 5 7 8.9 9.0 21.8

M ILDLY DIS AGREE 6 25 31.6 32.1 53.E

STRONGL Y DISAGREE 7 36 45.6 46.2 100.G

R EFUSED ANSWER 9 1 1.3 MISSING 100.G

TC’~~L 79 100.0

THE USSR NOT INIERESTED IN P A P . A P S Y C H

CODE 
I

3 *~~~( 1)
I SO MEWHAT A G R E E
I
I

4 ********** 1 9)
I NO OPINION

I
5 ~ *~~**4 ** ( 7)

I SOMEWHAT DISAGREE

6 * * * * * * * * *4 I I~~ **~~* * * I * ** * * *  ( 2 5 )
I M I LD LY D I S A G R E E

7 ** * * *. $*** * * *~~~~ 4 4 I* *~~~* * * * * * * * * *4 * * *$~~ * ( 3~~)
I STRO NGLY D I S A G R E E

I
9 * *(  II

(MISSING ) I REFUSED ANSWER

1.. I I. I I I
0 10 20 30 40 50
FR E CU EN CY

MEAN 6.103 MEDIAN 6 .38~ K U R T C S I S  0.190
SKEWNESS —1.072 RANG E 4.000 MIN I M U M  3.000
M AXIMUM 7.000

VALID CASES 78 MIS S IN G  CASES 1

S2



V V ~~_~_ ~~~~~~~~ VV ~ VVV V V

EXCHANGE THE US—USSR SHOUL D E X C H A N G E  MORE P S !  INFO

REt~A T I V €  A~~J US T E~ C U M U L A T I V E
A & S O I U 1 E  FREc.UE~~C Y  FRt ~QU ENCY A DJ FREQ

CATEGORY LA bEL CODE FREQU ENCY (PERCENT ) (PE R C E N T )  (PERCEI ~T)

STRONGLY AG REE 1 37 46.8 48.1 48.1

MIL DLY AGREE 2 9 11 . 4  11.7 59.7
50MEW1-~41 AGREE 3 15 19.0 19.5 79.2

NO OPINION 4 1 8.9 9.1 68.3

SON E~*iAT DISAGREE 5 1 1.3 1.3 89.6

STRONGLY CISAGRE E 7 8 10.1 10.4 100.0

REF USED ANSwER 9 2 2.5 M ISS ING 100.C

TO AL 
- 

79 100.0 100:0

THE US—USSR SHOULD EXCHANG E MORE PSI INF

CODE 
I

1 **** ~~****** ~ **~~ * * * * *I* *~~ ** * * *~~~~* * * * *  ( 3 7 )
I ST RONGLY A G R E E

2 ****~~ ** *** C 9)
I MILDLY AG REE
I
I

3 * * * ** * *~~ ******** ( 15)
I SOME RHAT A C - R E~I

4 * * * * * * * *  1 7)
I NO OPINIO N

I
5 * * (  1)

I SO(~~W HAT D ISAGREE

7 * * * *4 * * * *  ( 8)
I ST RONGLY D I S A G R E E

I
9 4*4  C 2)

~ 4ISSING) I REFUSED ANSWE R

I... .1.. .1 I .........I.. I
0 10 20 30 40 50
FR ECU EN CY

MEAN 2.455 M EDI AN 1.667 KURTOS IS ~~9j9SKEWNESS 1.351 RaNGE 6.000 MIN IMUM 1.000
M A X I M U M 7.000
VALID CASES 77 MI S S I N G  C A SES 2

53
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F

DISCUSS WP SCIENTIS TS OPENLY DISCUSS E X P E R I M E N T S

~ ELAI1 YE ADJUSTED CU MULA~A B S O L U T E  F R E Q U ~~ r1C Y rR~~ QV E N CY  A Dj r
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FRE Q U E N C Y  ( P ER C E N T )  (P E R C E N T )  ( P ER C EN T )

STRONGLY AGREE 1 ‘ 5.1 5.3 5.3

MILDLY AGREE 2 3 3 .8  3.9
NO OPINION 4 25 31.6 32.9 42.1

SOM EWHAT DISAGREE 5 4 5.1 5.3 47.4
MILDLY DISAG REE 6 14 17.1 18.4 65.8

STRONGLY DISAGREE 7 26 32.9 34.2 100.0

REFUSE D ANSWER 9 3 3.8 MISSING 100.0
-

TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0

WP SCIENTISTS OPEN LY DISCUSS E X P E R I M E N T S

CODE
1 ***** ( 4 - I

I STRONGLY A G R E E
I
I

2 **** ( 3)
I MILDLY AGREE
I
I

4 * * * * * *3 * * ** 4 * 4 * * ~~* * 4 * * *4 * *  ( ~5)
I NO OPI N ION

5 4*4*4  ( 4 )

I SOMEWHAT D I S A G R E E

I
6 *** * * * * * * * * * *$*  ( 14 )

I MILDLY DISAGREE

I
7 ** 4 ******** * i 4 ** ~~~~$* * * * *u** ( 2 6 )

I STRONG LY DISAGREE

5 4*4*  ( 3 )
(MLSSING) I REFUSED ANSWER

1....... .. i .. .. .. . . .1 ...... . . .1 . . •..... .1 ...... . . .1
0 10 20 30 ‘sO 50
FREQU ENCY

M EAN 5 .211 MEDIA N 5.643 KURTOSIS —0.219
SKEWNESS —0.727 MANG E 6.000 MINIMU M 1.000
~~X IMU M 7.000

VAL ID CASES 76 MISSING CASES 3

54



— —

USPROG THE US IS PROGRESSI NG L O G I C A L L Y  IN PSI

A B SOLUTE ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
C U~~~5A~~~~~

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ UENCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCE NT )

STRONGLY AGREE 1 4 5.1 5.2 5.2

MILDLY AGREE 2 13 16.5 16.9 22.1

SOM E~ PIAT AGREE 3 10 12.7 13.0 35.1

NO O P I N I O N  4 9 11.4 11.7 46.8

SOMEW HAT DISAGREE 5 5 6.3 6.5 53.2

MILDLY DISAGREE 6 13 16.5 16.9 70.1

STRONGLY DIS AGREE 7 23 29.1 29.9 100.0

REFUSED ANS WER 9 2 2.5 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL —— 
79 100.0 100.0

THE US IS P R O G R E S S I N G  L O G I C A L L Y  IN PSI

CODE

1 ***** ( /s )
I STRONGL Y A G R E E

2 4* * * * 4 * ** * *4 * *  ( 13)
I MILDLY AGREE

3 *4 * 4 * 1* 4 * 4 *  ( 103
I SO MEWHA T AG R EE
I
I

4 *4*4*4*4*4  ( 9)
I NO OP INION
I
I

5 4*4*4*  ( 5 )
I SOMEWHAT D ISAGREE
I

6 LI *4 *4 4 * * ~’* 4 *  C 13)
I MILDLY DISAGREE
I
I

7 * * * * * * * * * * *4 ~~~~********** ( 23)
I STRO NGLY D I S A G R E E

5 *** ( 2 )
F (M ESSING ) I REFUSEO A NS WER

I. . . . . . . . . I . . . I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1 . . . . I
0 £0 20 30 ‘sQ 50
FR EC U EN CY

M E A N  ‘i.~~75 MED IAN 5.000 KURTOSTS — 1.438
SKEWNESS —0.270 RANG E 6.000 MINIMUM 1.000
? A X I MUM  7.000

V ALI D CASES 77 MISSING CA SES 2

4 55
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SOVPROG 1HE US SR IS PR0G L O G I C A L L Y  IN PSI

A 8 SO LU TE F~~~~~U~~ F~~~i~~E~CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQUENCY ( PE RCE NT )  ( P E RCENT )  ( PER C ENT )

STRONGLY AGR EE 1 3 3.8 3.9 3 ,9

MILDLY AGREE 2 8 10. 1 10.5 1~~.5

SOMEWHAT AGREE 3 9 11.4 11.8 26.3

NO OPINION 4 41 51.9 53.9 80.3

SOMEWHAT DISAGREE 5 3 3.8 3.9 84.2

MILDLY DISAGREE 6 8 10.1 10.5 94.7

STRONGLY DISAGREE 7 4 5.1 5.3 100.0

REFUSED ANSWER 9 —— MISSING 100.0

T C 1tL 79 100.0 100.0

IKE USSR IS PROG LOGICALLY I N PSI

CODE 
I

1 4*4*  ( 3)
I STRONGLY AG REE
I
I

2 **** ~~**** ( 8)
I MILDLY AGR EE
I
I

3 *4 *4*4 *4*4  ( 9)
I SO M EW HA T AGREE

I
4 ****~~ ** * * * * * * ***** * *l** * * * * * * ** * * * *~~~~~***** ( 4 3 )

I NO OPINION

5 4 * 4 4  ( 3)
I SOMEWHAT D iSAGREE

I
6 *4 4 4* 4 * 4 *  ( 8)

I MILDLY DISAG REE
I

‘7 *~**** ( 4)
I STRONGL Y DISAGREE
I
I5 **** C 2 )

(M ISSING ) I REFUSED ANSWER
I
I ..... ....I.........1... T.........I.........I
0 10 20 30 40 50
F R E C U E N C Y

I
MEAN 3.961 MED iAN 3.939 KURTOSIS 0.’.) 3
SKEWNESS 0.204 RAN G E 6.000 MINIMUM 1.000
MAXIMUM 1.000

VALID CASES 16 MISSING CASES 3

t
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__________

SCVADV T H E USSR WOU L DN’T USE PSI ON USV

A B SOLUTE F~~~~~ )i~~ F~~~~~~ )~~ 
CU~~~~A~~~~

CATEGORY LABEL C ODE F R E Q U E N C Y  (PERCENT ) (PE.RC€WT ) (PERCENT)

STRONGLY AGREE 1 4 5.1 5.2 5.2

SOMEW HAT AGREE 3 1 1.3 1.3 6.5
V NO OPINION 4 19 24.1 24.7 31.2

SOMEWHAT DISAGREE 5 5.1 5.2 36.4

MIL D LY DISAGREE 6 12 15.2 15.6 51.9

STRONGLY DISAGREE 7 .37 44.8 48.1 100.0

REFUSED ANSWER 9 2 2.5 MISSI NG 100.0

TOTAL 79 100.C 100.0

THE USSR WOULDN’T USE PS! ON US

CODE
1 ***** ( 4 )

I STRONGLY AGR E E
I
I

3 * *(  1)
F I SOME WHAT AGREE

I
I

4 *******************4 C 19)
I NO OPINION -

5 4 *4 *4  ( 4)
I SOME WHAT D i SAGREE

6 9* 4 * 1* 9* 4 * 4 * 4  ( 1 2)
I MILDLY DISAGREE
I
I

7 4* 4* a* *4 * * * * * * * *V ~~* * * * *4 * 9 * 4 * *$ * * * *J * * *  ( 37)
I STRONGLY DISAGREE
I
I

5 *** ( 2)
(MISSING ) I REFUSED ANSWER

I
1. ...... .. I . . .. .. . . .1.... I . . . . . . . . .1...... . . .1
0 - 10 20 30 40 50
FRE CUE N CY

MEAN 5.636 MEDIAN 6.375 KUR T OS I S 0.695
SKEWNESS —1.149 RANG E 6.000 MINIMUM 1.000
MAXIMUM 7.000

VA LID CASES 77 MISS I NG CASES 2

II

I
4
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w PCA PE WARSAW WILL HAV E PSI  CA PABI L  liv IN 10 YR

ABSOL UTE F~~~~~~~~~~ i F d ~~~~E? CU
~~~SA~~~~~

CATEGORY LA8EL CODE FREQuE NCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT) (PERCENT)

STRONGLY AGREE 1 4 5.1 5.3 5.3
MILDLY AGREE 2 7 8.9 9.2 14.5
SOMEWI4AT AGREE 3 8 10.1 10.5 25.0

NO OPINION 4 31 39.2 40.8 65.6

SOME WHAT DISAGREE 5 6 7.6 7.9 13.7

M I L D L Y  DISAGREE 6 4 5.1 5.3 78.9

STRONGLY DISAGREE 7 16 20.3 21.1 100.0

REFUSED ANSWER 9 3 3.8 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0

C

WARSA W W ILL HAV E PSI  C A P A B I L I T Y  IN 10 YR

CO DE

1 ****~~ ( 4 )
-- I STRONGLY 4C •REE

I
2 ******** ( 7)

I MILDLY AGREE
I
I

3 **4**4*** ( 8)

I SOMEWHAT AGREE

I
4 ***********$*******9****4*4***** ( 3) )

I NO OPINION
I
I

5 *4*4*4*  ( 6)
I SOME WHAT DISAGREE
I
I

6 * *4* *  ( 4 )
I MILDLY DISAGREE
I
I

7 4 * 9 * *9 * 9 * * 9 * *4 * * *  ( 161
£ STRONGLY DISA GREE

Iç .*** ( 3 )
(MIS SING ) I REF USED ANSWER

I. .. . . . . .. I . . . . .. . . . I . . . . . . . .. T . . . . . . . . .1 . . . . . . . . .1
0 10 20 30 40 50
FREQUENCY

MEAN 4.368 ME DI AN 4.113 KURTOSIS —0.678
SKEWNESS 0.110 RANG E 6.000 MINIMUM  1.000
MAXIMU M 7.000

YAL IO CASES 76 MISSING C A S E S  3

t
4
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- -- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -

USLEAO US HAS LEAD IN STUDY OF PARAPSYC K

A8 SOLU TE F b ô ~
’

J~I~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
C U~~~~A~~~~

CATEGO RY LA BE L CODE FREQUENCY (PERCEN T) (PERCEN T) (PERCENT)

STRONGLY AGREE 1 10 12.7 13.2 13.2

MILDLY AGREE 2 11 13.9 14.5 2.7.6

SOM EWHAT AG REE 3 5 6.3 6.6 34.2

NO OPINION 4 33 41.8 43.4 17.6

SOMEWHAT DIS AGREE 5 2 2.5 2.6 80.3

MI LOLY DISAGREE 6 6 1.6 7.9 88.2

STRGN GLY DIS AGREE 7 9 1.1.4 11.8 100.0

REFUSED ANS WER 9 3 3.8 MISSING 100.0

T O1AL 79 100.0 100.0

US HAS LEAD IN STUDY OF PARAPSYCH

CODE
1 ****~~*~~**~~4 6 10)

I 5TR Cf iG LY AGRE E

I
2 **~~~ *~~~ ***~~* C 11)

I MILDLY AGREE
I
I

3 4 *9 4*4  C 5)
I SOME WHAT AGREE
I
I

4 * ** ** ** * * * * ** ** 9* **4* * * * *4* * ** ** **  ( 33)
I NO OPIN I ON
I
I

5 *4* C 2)
I SOMEWH AT DISAGREE
I
I

6 * * *$~~*~~ ( 6)
I MILDLY DISAGREE
I
I

7 *44*4*4*4* ( 9)
I STRONGLY DISAGRE E

I
9 4*4* ( 3)

(MISSING) I REFUSED ANSWER
I...... . .. . . . . .. . . .1..... .. .. I.. . . . . . . .1..... . . . .1
0 10 20 30 40 50
F R E QUENCY

MEAN 3.789 MEDIA N 3.864 KURTO STS —0.606
SKEwNESS 0.198 RANGE 6.000 MINIMUM 1.000
MAX IMUM 7.000

VALID CASES 76 MISSING CASES 3

__________________ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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USADV US SHOULDN’T USE PSI ON WA R SAW IF COULD

A 8SOLU 1E F bôI~ .~ J~~9 CU
~~~AU~~

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQUENCY (PERCENT) (PERCENT ) (PERCENT)

STRONGLY AGREE 1 19 24.1 24.7 24.7

MILDLY AGREE 2 6 7.6 7.8 32.5

SOMEWHAT AGREE 3 7 8.9 9.1

NO OPINION 4 14 17.7 18.2 59.7

SOMEWHAT DISAGREE 5 8 10.1 10.4 70.1

MILDLY DISAGREE 6 11 13.9 14.3 84.4

STRONGLY DISAGREE 1 12 15.2 15.6 100.0

REFUSED ANSWER 9 —— 2 2 . 5  MISSING 100.0

TO TAL 79 IOC.C 100.0

US SHOULDN’T USE PSI ON WA RSAW IF. COULD

CODE
I $4 9$4 * ** *4 * * * ** 1* * *  9* * * * * * * * * * *~~ ** * **w ** * * * * * * * * *  C 19)

I STRONGLY AGREE
I
I

2 4 * 4 * 4 4 * 4 9 * 4 * 4 4 1 *  C 6 )
I M I L D L Y  AGR EE

3 $*** ** ** * * * * *4*** * *  ( 7)
I SO MEWHA T AGREE
I
I

4 *$4 * * * ** ** ** * * * * * * *4 * * * * * * * * * *~~* ** * *  ( 14)
£ NO OPINION
I

5 C 8)
I SOMEWH A T DISAGREE

- I
6 ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 1 11)

I MILDLY D I SAG REE
I
I7 * ** * * * * ** * * *4 4$* * * *4* ** * I* * * ** *  1 12)
I STRONGL Y DISAGRE E
I
I

5 **s***  C 2)
(MISSING ) I REFUSED ANSwER

I...... . .. I . . . . .. . . .1 . . . . . . . .. I . . . . . . . . .1 . . . . . . . . . I
0 4 8 12 16 20
F R E QU ENCY

MEAN 3.870 MEDIAN 3.964 KURTOSIS —1 .379
SKEWNESS —0.010 RANGE 6.000 MINIMUM 1.000
M A X I M U M  7.000

VALID CASES 77 MIS SING CASES 2

t
60

-
~~~~~~
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U SINVOL US GOVT SHOULD BECOME INVOL VE D IN PSI

RE LA 1IVE A DJUSTED CUMUL4TIv
ABSOLUTE FREQUENCY rPEQUENC Y ~0J FR~CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ UENCY (PERCENT ) (PERCE N T ) (PERCENT )

STRONGLY AGREE 1 44 55.7 56.4 56.4

MILDLY AGREE 2 9 11.4 11.5 67.~
SOME WHAT AGREE 3 12 15.2 15.4 83.3

NO OPINION 4 1 1.3 1.3 84.6

SOME WHAT D ISAGREE 5 5 6.3 6.4 91.0

M ILD LY DIS AGR EE 6 1 1.3 1.3 92.3

STRONGL Y DISAGR EE 1 6 1.6 7.7 100.0

REFUSED ANSWER 9 1 1.3 MISS ING 100.0

TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0

US GOVT SHOULD BECOME INVOLVED IN PSI

CODE 
I

1 ***~~* ** * * *4 * 4  4 * 4 4 4 1* * * * * *.* * * *~~* ** * * * * * * *~~**~~ ( 44 )
I STRONGLY A GR EE
II

2 *~~******** C 9 )
I MILDLY AGRE E
I

3 1 12)
I SOMEWHAT AGREE
I
I

4 ** ( 1)
I Na OPI NION
I
I

5 4*4 *4 *  1 5)
I SOME WHAT D I SAGREE

6 L11 ~ 1)
I MILDLY D ISAGREE

I
7 *4 *4 *4 *  C 6)

I STRONGL Y DISAGREE
I
I

5 * * (  I)
(MISSING ) I REFUSED ANS WER

1....... . .t . . . . .. . . .1...... . . .1... . . . . . .1...... . . .1
0 10 20 30 ‘.0 50
FREC UENCY

ME AN 2.244 MEDIAN 1.386 KURTOSIS 1.19’.
SKEWNESS 1 .511 RANG E 6.000 MINIMUM 1.000
MAX I MU M 1.000

VALID CASES 78 MISSING CAS ES 1
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APPENDIX E — SUBJ ECT FREQUENCY TABL E

RE SPONSE CODE
SUBJECT 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 TOTAL

B I O P L A S M A  1 4 1 1 7
C L A I R V O Y A N C E  2 8 7 17
EEC 1 1 5  1 8

KIRLIAN PHOTOGRAPHY 1 2 1 4 8

THOUGHT CCNTROL 
— 

2 1  1 4
PHYSIOLOGY 1. 1. 3 2 7

GENERAL ESP (GESP)  1 9 5 2 17

PRECOGNITION 1 1 6 2 1 11

PSYCHIC HEAL ING/SURGERY 1 1. 1 2 5

HYPNOSIS 1 3 2 1 7

REMOTE V I E W I N G  C U B E ) 2 4 6

P L E T H Y S M O G R A P H  1 1 2 4
SENSORY SHIELD1~1G 1 1 1 1. 4

TELEPATH Y 1 6  1 4 1 13

DERMO—OPT ICS/DERMAL VI SION 2 1 1 1 5

PSYC HIC PI-CrCGRAPHY 1 
- 

2 2
PSYCHOKINES IS (PK ) 3 5 5 1 14

BIOLOG ICAL CO MMUNICATIONS 1  1 2 1 5

GENERAL PSYCHOLOG Y 1 1 2 4
PSY CHC T ~~CNIC GENERATORS  2 5

SUBLI M INA L SUGG ESTION 2 2 
—— — 

4

R E S E A R C H  CE N T E R S 2 2 1 5

POLITI CAL CONSIDERATIONS 3 1. 4

THEORETICAL CONCEPT S 1 3 4 4 1 13

EXPERIMENTAL RE SULTS 
— 

1 5 6 2  13

QUANT ITATIVE INFORMATION 1 6 3 1 ii

QUAL ITATI VE P’FORMAT ION 1 3 3 1 8

CURRENT RESEARCH T E C H N I QUES 
— 

4 1 2 2 1 10

RELIGIOUS PHILOSOPHY 1 1 1 1 4
HISTORICAL INFJRMATION 3 1 3. 1 1 7

BUDGETAR Y INFOR MA TICN 1 2 1 
— 

4

RESEARCH PERSONALIT IES 1 2 1 4

BIBL ICc-RA PHIES 2 1 3 3. 
—— 7

TOTALS 33 0 41 94 4 63 20 255
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RE Q GVN RCVD
I. E • / / / / / / B I O P L A S MA

WHAT ~AS THE NA TURE OR SUBJECT OF iNFO REQ UESTE D BY fl-EM?

WH A T ~AS THE NATURE CR SUBJECT OF INFO GIV EN TO THEM ?

WHAT WAS THE NATURE DR S U B JE C’ O F I N F O  RCVD FROM THEM ?

/X/ / / / / = 1 REQUESTED BUT NOT GIVEN TO THEM

/ / 1)1/ / / = 2 GIVEN WITHOUT A REQUEST FROM TI-EM

/ / / / / X /  = 3 RECEIVED FROM THEM
/X/ /X/ / / = 4 REQUES TED BY AND G I V E N  TO THEM

/ / /X/ /X/ = 5 EXCHANGED, NOT REQUESTED BY THEM

/X1 /X/  /X /  = 6 REQUESTED BY THEM, GIVEN TO ~ PC VD F R O M
/X/ / f /X/ = 7 REQUESTED BY THEM, NOT GIVEN BLT RC V C

- 
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